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Inclosure in No. 2. 

Draft of Letter to Rustem Pasha. 
1 See No. 7.] 


No. 3, 

* 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Count de Bylandt. 

M. le Ministry Foreign Office January 6, 1891. 

I HAVE tlie honour to inform you, with reference to the Memorandum which 
you communicated to Sir Villiers Lister on the 1st instant, that the Mocha Shoal light 
is one of four new lights in the southern portion of the Red Sea now being considered 
in correspondence with Rustem Pasha; and that the Netherlands Government will 
shortly receive a communication respecting the present position ol the question o 

additional lights for the security of the navigation ot the Red csea. 

° I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 4. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

g- r Foreign Office, January 6, 1891. 

’ WITH reference to my letter of the 5tli instant, I am directed by the Marquis of 
Salisbury to transmit to you, to be laid before the Board of Trade, copies o cone- 
spondence with Count Bylandt relative to the question oi Red Sea lights. 
r I am, &c. 

(Signed) T. Y. LISTER. 


No. 5. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(No. 3. Commercial.) . , 

My Lord Foreign Office, January 7, IbJl. 

J ON the 6th July last your Excellency apprised me by telegram that, the Italian 
Government had concluded an arrangement with the Sultan of the Mijjertcyns tor 
the erection of a light at Guavdafui. 

Your Excellency is no doubt aware that for many years past representations have 
been made by persons interested in shipping to and from the East with a view either 
to obtaining a reduction of the existing dues, or of securing in lieu thereoL a more 
adequate service in the southern extremity of the Red Sea and m the vicinity ol Cape 

^^The Egyptian Government have entered into an arrangement with that of Her 
Majesty under which, when the new Egyptian Tariff comes into force with all the 
Powers, they will reduce the existing dues so as to lighten the present burthen on 
shipping by the sum of £ E. 40,000 annually. It may, however, be convenient to 
maintain the existing scale of charges in order to provide a sum sufficient for the 
erection and maintenance ot lights both in the south of the Red Sea and also at Capo 

GUa Wffh regard to the new Red Sea lights, Her Majesty’s Government are at present 
in communication with the Porte with the view to remove, if P 0 ® 8 }^ 
difficulties which still remain in connection with the Concession granted to M. Collas 
in 1881. This correspondence will shortly be forwarded to your Excellency for 

communication to the Italian Government. 

Her Majesty’s Government would, however, be prepared at the piopci tunc to 
suggest to the Egyptian authorities the propriety of allotting a certain portion of tlm 

• Sec Confidential Paper No. C093, p. 36; and ante, No. 3. 
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surplus accruing from light dues, on the present basis, towards the service at 
Guardafui, provided it were efficiently established and maintained. 

I should therefore wish your Excellency to mention this matter to Signor Crispi 
at a favourable opportunity, and invite an expression of his views upon the subject. 
It is perhaps at present premature to discuss the question of the amount to be set 
aside for the Guardafui light; this point, it would seem, could be more conveniently 
considered when the Italian estimate of the cost of erection and maintenance of this 
light is drawn up. 

It may, however, be well to state, for your Excellency’s information, that at 
present not more than 16,000/. a-year could be reckoned as available from the source 
above mentioned. 

T am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 6. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received January 14.) 

Sir, Board of Trade, London , January 13, 1891. 

T AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 5tli instant, in which you transmit a draft of a note which the Marquis of 
Salisbury proposes to address to the Turkish Ambassador respecting the four lights 
required at the southern extremity of the Red Sea; and in returning the draft 
herewith I am to state that, with the slight addition shown on p. 3, the Board 
concur in its terms. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) C. CECIL TREVOR. 


No. 7. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadenr, Foreign Office, January 10,1891. 

I IIAYE the honour to acquaint your Excellency that ller Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment have had under their attentive consideration the proposals contained in your 
note of the 22nd October last with regard to the conditions under which the Imperial 
Government are prepared to proceed with the erection of four necessary lights in the 
southern extremity of the Red Sea. 

Her Majesty’s Government observe with regret that the two conditions precedent 
to the acceptance of the Concession granted to M. Collas so far as it related to the 
four lights in question, and which were contained in the last paragraph of my note of 
the 16tli May last, have not met with the concurrence nliicli it was hoped would 
have been accorded to them by the Imperial Ottoman Gmeminent. The question of 
the yearly publication of accounts is left untouched in your note under reply, and in 
lieu of provision being made for a revision of the Tariff “at intervals of three or live 
years ” as proposed by Her Majesty’s Government, it is suggested that a period of 
twenty years should he allowed to elapse before any rm ision could take place or 
accounts he submitted for inspection, and this term represents one-half the number 
of years for which the Concession is granted. Under t hose circumstances Her 
Majesty’s Government fear that there is little hope of coming to a satisfactory under¬ 
standing on the bases hitherto discussed, and that the time has arrived when they 
must submit an alternative proposal for the consideration of the Sublime Porte. 

The dues received by Egypt for the Suez and Red Sea lights, the largest 
proportion of which is paid by British shipping, may he estimated for the last throe* 
years at 75,000/. for 38S7, 84,000/. for 1888, and 85,000/. for 1889, and it is now 
universally recognized that the time has come when either those dues must he* 
materially reduced, or, if they are to he maintained, the surplus accruing from this 
existing Tariff should he appropriated to the erection of the lights admitted to be of 
urgent necessity in the southern extremity of the Red Sea and in the vicinity of Capo 
Guardafui. It would, in the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government, he manifestly 
inequitable that shipping should pay more than it now docs in the aggregate in pro¬ 
ceeding to or coming from the East, if the funds raised by light dues suffice, as ia 











Relieved to lie tlic case, to provide for tlto additional lights asked for by tlie passing 
trade as required for tbc safety of navigation. The Egyptian Government have 
entered into an arrangement with that of Her Majesty under which, as soon as the 
new Egyptian Tariff conies into force with all the Powers, they will be prepared to 
reduce tlie existing light dues so as to lessen the burthen of taxation by a sum 
estimated at £ E. 40,000 per annum. If it be decided, however, to maintain the 
existing rates, there will, on this basis of calculation, he an equivalent sum available 
towards the erection of new lights in the localities specified. 

Leaving Guardafui out of consideration for the moment, it has been estimated 
that a capital sum of 100,000/. would he a sufficient maximum to provide for tlie 
erection of four first-class lights in the vicinity of Mocha, Abou Ail, Zcbayr, and Jcbei 
Tur (such lights being sufficiently equipped to resist disturbance from earthquakes), 
and also to provide for the purchase of an attending steam-tender; and Her Majesty’s 
Government arc further of opinion that the annual maintenance, including a sinking 
fund and the insuring of the temhr against loss should not exceed 20,000/. The 
above annual maintenance is made up as follows:— 

£ 

Interest on fn&t co^t of 100,000/. at 5 per cent . • .. .. .. o,000 

Inpayment in forty years .. .. .. .. .. •. 2,500 

Maintenance .. .. .. .. .. .. . • 7,500 

Insurance of attending ics-'cl, &cc. .. .. .. .. .. 5,000 

Total .. .. .. .. .. .. 20,000 

If, therefore, the Porte is disposed to undertake the erection of the four lights in 
question, Her Majesty’s Government would ho disposed to recommend the Egyptian 
Government to pay, from the date when the new Customs Tariff comes into operation, 
a sum not exceeding 20,000/. a-year to the Porte for the service in question, provided 
it is adequately executed and carried out. 

Should this proposal not he favourably received it will become necessary for Her 
Majesty’s Government to consider, with other Maritime Powers, the advisability of 
enabling shipping to adopt a different route from that at present followed, and by so 
doing to avoid the sites now included in M. Collas’ Concession, or in some way 
providing for their safe passage without being subjected to burthens which would he 
in excess of the requirements of the case. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. S. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury .— (Received January 23.) 

M. lc Marquis, Londres, le 21 Janvier , 1891. 

J’AI l’honncur d’accuser reception dc la note quo votre Seigneurie a bien voulu 
m’adresser ie 1G de ce mois conccruant les pharos do la Mer Rouge, et do l’informcr 
quo je me suis empresse de porter cette note a la connaissance de la Sublime Porte, on 
la priant dc me faire connaitro ses vues sur la proposition qui y est enoncee. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Sigiffi) RUSTEM. 


No. 9. 

Circular addressed to Her Majesty’s Representatives. 

(Commercial.) 

My Lord, 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 23, 1891. 

WITH reference to my Circular despatch, Commercial, of the 20th May last, I 
transmit herewith copies of further correspondence, as marked in the margin,* 
respecting the lighting of the southern extremity of the ltcd Sea. 

You will be good enough to communicate one copy of each of these notes to the 
Government to which you are accredited. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


* See Confidential 1’apir No. C0D3, ]>. 32; and ante, No 8. 
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No. 10. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White.* 

(No. 10. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 23, 1891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 76, Commercial, of tlic 20th May last, I 
transmit herewith, for your Excellency’s information, copies of further correspondence, 
as marked in the margin,f respecting the lighting of the southern extremity of the 
Red Sea. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 11. 


Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office , January 23, 1891. 

WITH reference to your letter of the 13th instant, I am directed by the Marquis 
of Salisbury to transmit herewith, for tlic use of the Board of Trade, copies of printed 
correspondence, as marked in the margin,f respecting the lighting of the southern 
extremity of the Red Sea. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES EERGUSSON. 


No. 12. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 26, 1891. 

I AM directed by the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to transmit to you, to 
be laid before tlie Secretary of State for India in Council, the accompanying corre¬ 
spondence, as marked in the margin,! respecting the lighting of the southern extremity 
of the Red Sea and of Cape Guardafui. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES EERGUSSON. 


No. 13. 

Sir Clare Ford to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received February 2.) 

(No. 22. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Madrid, January 27, 1891. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s Circular despatch, Commercial, of the 
23rd instant, I have the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship a copy of the 
note which I have this day addressed to tlie Minister of State, in which I have com¬ 
municated to his Excellency copies of the correspondence inclosed in your Lordship’s 
above-mentioned despatch respecting the lighting of the southern extremity of tlie 
Red Sea. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) ERANCIS CLARE FORD. 


Inclosure in No. 13. 

Sir Clare Ford to the Duke of Tetuan. 

M. le Ministre, Madrid, January 27,1891. 

WITH reference to the note which Mr. Barrington had the honour of addressing 
to the Marquis de la Yega de Armijo on the 26th May last, I now beg, in execution of 

• Also to Sir E. Baring (No, 3, Commercial), 
f See Confidential Paper No. 60,93, p. 32 ; and ante, No. 8 
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instructions which I have received to that effect from Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs, to communicate to your Excellency copies of two further 
notes exchanged between Lord Salisbury and the Turkish Ambassador in London 
respecting the lighting of the southern extremity of the Red Sea. 

Tour Excellency will perceive that the proposals now formulated by the Porte in 
regard to the conditions under which the lighting in question should be carried out do 
not meet with the approval of Her Majesty’s Government, and that the latter has 
judged it expedient to submit an alternative scheme for the consideration of the 
Ottoman Government. 

The details of the arrangement to which the attention of that Government is thus 
invited are explained in Lord Salisbury’s reply to the Ambassador, which concludes by 
remarking that, should it not be favourably received, Her Majesty’s Government will 
find it necessary to consider with other maritime Powers the advisability of enabling 
vessels to adopt a different route from that at present followed, or in some way providing 
for tlieir safe passage, without being subjected to burthens which would be in excess of 
the requirements of the case. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) FRANCIS CLARE FORD. 


No. 14. 

Mr. Trench to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received February 2.) 

(No. 15. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Berlin , January 29, 1891. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s Circular 
despatch. Commercial, of the 23rd instant, on the subject of lights in the Red 
Sea, and to inform your Lordship that I have communicated to the German Govern¬ 
ment one copy of each of the notes contained in your Lordship’s above-mentioned 
despatch, in compliance with the instructions contained therein. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) P. LE POER TRENCH. 


No. 15. 

Admiralty to Foreign Office.—(Received February 2.) 

Sir, Admiralty, January 30, 1891. 

WITH reference to your letter of the 2nd instant and to former correspondence 
respecting a survey of the southern portion of the Red Sea being undertaken as soon 
as possible, I am commanded by my Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to request 
that you will inform the Secretary of State that arrangements have been mado for this 
survey to be commenced in April next, but that as surveying work in this region can 
only be carried on satisfactorily during about two months in each year, it is doubtful 
whether the work will be completed in the coming season, although two surveying 
ships will be employed on this service. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EVAN MACGREGOR. 


No. 16. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 6. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office , February 4, 1891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 3, Commercial, of the 23rd ultimo, I inclose, 
for your information, copies of correspondence respecting the survey of the south¬ 
western region of the Red Sea.* 

I leave it to your discretion whether or not to make a communication to the 
Egyptian Government on the subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


* Noj, 15 and 17. 
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No. 17. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W, White. 

(No. 16. Commercial. Confidential.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 4, 1891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 10, Commercial, of the 23rtl ultimo, I 
inclose, for your Excellency’s information, a copy of a letter from the Admiralty* 
respecting a survey of the south-western region of tiro Red Sea. It is possible that 
information to the effect that Her Majesty’s Government are really surveying an alter¬ 
native route for navigation might incline the Porte to reasonable terms for lighting the 
eastern route. On the other hand, the information might give great offence, as, 
although it does not appear that Her Majesty’s Government are in any way bound to 
make a communication to the Porte regarding a survey of the Egyptian side of the 
Red Sea, the islands in the centre are Turkish, and the survey may be, technically, 
partly in Turkish waters. 

In these circumstances, I leave it entirely to your Excellency’s discretion whether 
or not to mention the matter to the Ottoman Government. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 18. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir W. White. + 

(No. 17. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 4, 1891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 16, Commercial, of this day’s date, I 
inclose, for your Excellency’s confidential information, a copy of a Memorandum X which 
has been prepared in this Office on the question of the lighting of the Red Sea. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 19. 

Admiralty to Foreign Office.—(Received February 14.) 

Sir, Admiralty, February 13, 1891. 

WITH reference to my letter of the 30th ultimo respecting the forthcoming 
survey of the southern portion of the Red Sea, I am commanded by my Lords Com¬ 
missioners of the Admiralty to acquaint you, for the information of the Secretary of 
State, that Her Majesty’s ships “Rambler” and “ Stork” will be employed in April 
and May next, abreast of the Italian possessions at Assab, in searching for uncharted 
dangers on the main sea route; and my Lords request that the Italian Government 
may be approached with a view to facilities being afforded those vessels in the event of 
either of them calling at Assab for supplies, or of any of their officers desiring to land 
for the purpose of taking observations connected with the sea survey. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EVAN MACGREGOR. 


No. 20. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(No. 8. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, February 19, 1891. 

IN connection with the concluding passage of my note to Rustem Pasha of tho 
16th January last on the subject of the lighting of the southern extremity of tho 
Red Sea, and of which a copy accompanied my Circular despatch, Commercial, of 

* No. 15. 

t Also to Sir E. Baring; (No. 7, Commercial). 


1 See Confidential Paper No. 6020. 
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the 23rd ultimo, I have to inform your Excellency that it has been thought desirable, 
in view of possible contingencies, to make a survey of another and more westerly 
route for vessels, and with this object Her Majesty’s ships “Rambler” and “Stork” 
will be employed in April and May next abreast of the Italian possessions at Assab, 
in searching for uncharted dangers in the main sea route. 

I have accordingly to request your Excellency to mention this matter confi¬ 
dentially to the Italian Government, and ask them to be good enough to take steps in 
order that the necessary facilities may be afforded to these vessels in the event of 
either of them calling at Assab for supplies, or of any of their officers desiring to land 
for the purpose of taking observations connected with the sea survey. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 21. 

Foreign Office to Admiralty, 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 19, 1891. 

I AM directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 13th instant, and to acquaint you, in reply, for the information of the 
Lords of the Admiralty, that Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Rome has been instructed 
to ask the Italian Government to afford all necessary facilities to Her Majesty’s ships 
when in the neighbourhood of Assab. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES EERGUSSON. 


No. 22. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received February 24.) 

(No. 7. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, February 14, 1891. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatches 
Nos. 0 and 7, Commercial, on the subject of Red Sea lights, and to state, in reply, 
that unless your Lordship desires it, I do not propose to make any communication to 
the Egyptian Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BARING. 


No. 23. 

Sir W. White to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 9.) 

(No. 27. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Constantinople, March 2, 1891. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Lordship’s despatch 
No. 1G, Commercial, of the 4tli ultimo, informing me that the Admiralty intended 
making a survey of the south-western region of the Red Sea, and leaving it to my 
discretion whether or not to mention the matter to the Sublime Porte. 

I have the honour, in reply, to report that I instructed Sir A. Sandison to mention 
the matter to the Grand Vizier. 

His Highness in receiving the intimation made no observation in reply. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) W. A. WHITE. 
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No. 24. 

The Marquis of Dufferin to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 9.) 

(No. 30. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Rome, March 6,1891. 

ON receipt of your Lordship’s despatch No. 8 of the 19th ultimo I at once 
informed the Italian Foreign Office, confidentially, that Her Majesty’s Government 
desired to make a survey of an alternative route for vessels in the Red Sea, and 
requested that the necessary facilities might be afforded to Her Majesty’s ships 
“Rambler” and “Stork,” which would be employed on this work, in the event of 
either of them calling at Assab for supplies, or of any of their officers wishing to land 
for the purpose of taking observations connected with the sea survey. 

I have now the honour to inclose translation of a reply which I have received from 
the Marquis di Rudini, stating that instructions have been issued to the authorities of 
Eritrea in the sense desired by Her Majesty’s Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUFFERIN and AVA. 


Inclosure in No. 24. 

The Marquis di Rudini to the Marquis of Dufferin , 

(Translation.) 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Rome, March 3,1891. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s note of the 
25th ultimo, and to inform you, in reply, that I have given the necessary orders to the 
Royal authorities of Eritrea, in order that Her Majesty’s ships “Rambler” and 
“Stork” shall have every facility during the surveying expedition intrusted to them 
along the western coast of the Red Sea, and that their Commanders may be allowed to 
take in stores at Assab, and to disembark officers and sailors on the coast to carry on 
the operations confided to their care. 

Receive, &c. 

(Signed) RUDINI. 


No. 25. 

Sir Clare Ford to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 11.) 

(No. 42. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Madrid, March 7,1891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 22, Commercial, of the 27th January, 
inclosing copy of a note which I had addressed to the Duke of Tetuan, Spanish 
Minister of State, respecting the lighting of the southern extremity of the Red Sea, I 
have the honour to transmit herewith to your Lordship a translation of his Excellency’s 
reply, which reached me last evening, in which his Excellency expresses his wish that 
in due course lie may be favoured with further information on the subject. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) FRANCIS CLARE FORD. 


Inclosure in No. 25. 

The Duke of Tetuan to Sir Clare Ford. 

(Translation.) 

Sir, The Palace, March 5,1891. 

WITH reference to your Excellency’s note of the 27th January last, I have the 
honour to inform you that the Minister of Marine, in a note dated the 23rd ultimo, 
informs me that, having taken into his consideration what is said in the above-men¬ 
tioned note respecting the exchange of notes which has taken place between Lord 
Salisbury and the Turkish Ambassador in London with regard to the lighthouse 
service in the Red Sea, he would feel much obliged if your Excellency would be so 
1.495] D 
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kind as to let him know, when convenient, the result of the negotiations between Her 
Majesty’s Government and the Sublime Porte with regard to this matter. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) DUKE OE TETUAN. 


No. 26. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(No. 18. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 12, 1891. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 6, Commercial, of the 4th ultimo, I inclose, 
for your information, copy of a despatch from Sir W. White reporting that he had 
caused the Grand Yizier to be informed of the intended survey by Her Majesty’s ships 
of the south-western region of the Hod Sea.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 27. 

Foreign Office to Admiralty. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 12, 1891. 

WITH reference to your letter of the 30th January last, I am directed by the 
Marquis of Salisbury to state to you, for the information of the Lords Commissioners of 
the Admiralty, that Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Constantinople reports that he had 
caused the Grand Yizier to be informed of the intention of the Admiralty to survey 
the south-western region of the Red Sea, and that his Highness made no observation in 
repiy 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES EERGUSSON. 


No. 28. 

Communication made by Prince Pless, June 3, 1891. 

HAS England taken in consideration the erection of a light at the south entrance 
of the Gulf of Aden (Cape Guardafui) and on the Somali Coast (Cape Ras Hafun); 
and, if so, in what way ? 


No. 29. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Count Hatzfeldt. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, June 0, 1891. 

WITH reference to the inquiry made by Prince Pless on the 3rd instant, I have 
the honour to acquaint your Excellency that the latest phase of the correspondence 
between Her Majesty’s Government and that of Turkey respecting the question of 
erecting certain lights on the southern extremity of the Red Sea will be found in the 
notes to and from Rustem Pasha of the lGth January, 1891, and the 22nd October, 
1890, respectively, copies of which were communicated to Prince Pless on the 
20th February last. I may, however, add, in connection with the concluding para¬ 
graph of the first-mentioned note, that in consequence of the difficulty experienced in 
coming to any satisfactory arrangement with the Porte on the subject, ono of Her 
Majesty’s vessels is at present engaged on the survey of an alternative western route, 
which, if found satisfactory, might be utilized as a new channel of navigation, thereby 
avoiding the sites the lighting of which is comprised in the Concession grauted to 
M. Collas. The result will be communicated to the Powers interested. 


With regard to Cape Guardafui, Her Majesty’s Government were informed in 
July last that the Government of Italy had concluded an arrangement with the 
Sultan of the Mijjerteyns for the erection of a light in that locality, but no precise 
or detailed information is at present in their possession. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 30. 

Minutes by Sir J. Fergusson and Mr. Kennedy. 

RUSTEM PASHA said that, as I had in hand the question of Red Sea lights, 
he wished that some settlement could be arrived at. At present it made no progress. 
We had objected to the Turkish proposals that the charge for the four lights in the 
Red Sea agreed upon were too high, and that their currency would be too long; but 
they would not he as high as the Egyptian. I said that the latter were objected to as 
being too high, and that arrangements had been made whereby on the new Tariff 
coming into force they would he considerably reduced, but not more than would 
suffice to pay for the new Red Sea lights and that in the Gulf of Aden. He said that 
20,000/. a-year would really be insufficient for the erection of the lights and building 
of a steamer at a cost of 100,000/. with the maintenance. 

Could we not make some modification ? 

They could not get out of their Concession to M. Collas; lie is an honest man, 
who can do the work cheaper than any one else, and it would be bad policy for them 
to pay only the bare cost of maintenance. The work would not be well done. Could 
we not divide the difference between their proposed currency of the charge for 
twenty years and ours for five, c.g., fifteen, or even twelve ? It was regrettable that 
such a matter should remain unsettled; the lights were wanted, and the difference must 
be susceptible of arrangement. 

I agreed in this, but said that unless we could come to reasonable terms, it was 
believed that as good a channel, if not better, could be found near the western coast; 
indeed, it had been in great part surveyed. But, he said, this would require lights 
also. I said certainly, but at a cost at least not greater than what we proposed for 
the eastern route; but we did not wish to abandon it if wc could come to terms. I 
would look at the papers again, and propose to you to consult the Board of Trade. 
“ Well,” he said, “ pray write what you think possible privately, as formal proposals 
may appear hard, and in unofficial correspondence they may be modified.” 

J 1? 

September 15, 1891. 


The delay in this matter is, as usual, with the Porte. 

No answer has been returned to Lord Salisbury’s note of the 16th January, 1891, 
to Rustem Pasha: No. 71 of the accompanying print, p. 39. 

The points now at issue seem to bo the rate of payment to M. Collas, and the 
term of years for which his Concession is to run before the rates levied under it are to be 
subject to revision. If the Porte would make a moderate request on these two points, 
the Board of Trade might be asked to agree to a compromise on them. 

But in view of the non-reply to Lord Salisbury’s note, and of the feeling of the 
shipping interest here, might it not be better to suggest to Rustem Pasha that he 
should make some counter-proposition, either officially or in an informal manner,- with 
an intimation that if it is of a moderate nature it will be considered, with the desire 
to give effect to it as far as possible, rather than to withdraw from the position taken 
in Lord Salisbury’s note by putting forward fresh propositions on the part of Her 
Majesty’s Government. 

C. M. K. 

September 19,1891. 

Qy. Inform Turkish Ambassador accordingly. 

J. F. 

September 22, 1891. 
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No. 31. 

Foreign Office to Rustem Pasha. 

My dear Ambassador, Foreign Office, September 23, 1891. 

I DID not fail to communicate to Lord Salisbury what you said to me on the 
15th instant in regard to the Red Sea lights. As I was on the point of leaving 
London for Scotland, I had not time then to examine the correspondence that has 
passed on this subject, but having now done so, and submitted it to Lord Salisbury, 
his Lordship thinks that although it would conduce to an understanding that some 
informal discussion of details with you should take place, it would be of little use to 
revise the careful estimate which was quoted in his despatch to you of the 16th 
January, without some indication on behalf of your Government of the terms to which 
they would agree. Those which were stated in that despatch were such as, in the 
opinion of the experts, are sufficient for the service. 

I regret that this is the last communication which I shall have the pleasure of 
making to your Excellency from this Department, as I shall this afternoon enter upon 
the duties of Postmaster-General. But the matter is well understood in the Depart¬ 
ment, and it will interest me to hear that it has been satisfactorily settled. 

Believe me, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES FERGUSSON. 


No. 32. 

Admiralty to Foreign Office. —( Received September 23.) 

Sir, Admiralty, September 22, 1891. 

’ WITH reference to your letter of the 2nd January last, I am commanded by my 
Lords Commissioners of the Admiralty to acquaint you, for the information of the 
Secretary of State, that the result of the examinations made by Her Majesty’s surveying 
ships “ Rambler ” and “ Stork ” of the proposed new route in the southern part of the 
Red Sea, has been received, and that, although these examinations are not exhaustive 
enough to make it absolutely certain that no small danger may exist undetected, yet 
they are sufficiently so to justify the adoption of the proposed route through the 
Mohabakkali Islands, provided that suitable lights are placed to guide vessels. 

I am to add that no new dangers have been discovered, and the most dangerous 
bank shown upon the present Charts, on the strength of a Report a few years ago, has 
been disproved. 

A similar letter has been sent to the Board of Trade. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EVAN MACGREGOR. 


No. 33. 

Rustem Pasha to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received December 2.) 

Ambassade Imperiale de Turquie, 

M. le Marquis, Londrcs, le 30 Novembre, 1891. 

J’AI eu l’honneur de placer sous les yeux dc mon Gouvernement le contenu dc la 
note quo votre Seigneurie a bicn voulu m’adresscr le 16 Janvier de cette annde 
relativcment aux phares de la Mer Rouge. 

La Sublime Porte n’a pas jugd possible de se rallicr a la nouvello combinaison 
proposdc dans la susdite note de votre Seigneurie, et croit devoir s’en tenir au projet de 
faire construire et entretenir les feux dont il s’agit par PAdministration des^ Pliarcs de 
l’Empire. Cependant, comme le Gouvernement Imperial cst tres desireux do 
s’entendre au prealable avec le Gouvernement de Sa Majesty Britannique sur les deux 
conditions pos6es par lui, a savoir, la publication dcs comptcs dc recettes et do depenscs 
et la revision du tarif, je suis charge de presenter a votre Seigneurie les propositions 
suivante6:— 

Le Gouvernement Imperial construirait et entretiendrait les quatre pharos 
principaux quo la discussion actucllc a en vuc, e’est-a-dire ccux qui seraient situes 
dans les environs dc Mocha, Abou All, Zcbayr, et Djebel-Tur, apres l’acceptation par 


le Gouvernement de Sa Majestd Britannique d’un tarif des droits a pcrcevoir mu 
demeurerait invariable pendant quinze ans. peremoir qui 

Le taiif pourrait ensuite etre revise tous les deux ans 
compkt e0mmen0OTait k 

Poi 1x ? Sp6re ^ CeS P ro P osition s. qui donnent satisfaction dans une 
grande mesure au ddsir exprime par le Gouvernement de Sa Majeste Britannique, 
scront de nature a rencontrer 1 adhesion de votre Seigneurie et pourront conduire a 
un arrangement defimtif sur les points qui sont depuis si longtemps cn discussion. 

J’ai, &c. 

(Signe) RUSTEM. 


No. 34. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir 

’ TTTT'rr r „ Foreign Office, December 5, 1891. 

,. +, icferonee to the letter from this Department of the 23rd January last I 

B^ard'of Trndc ‘° , of Salisbury to transmit to you, to be laid before the 

, f Tiade, copy of a note from the Ottoman Ambassador at this Court* making 
lus Ex ?o 1 j on cy verbaUy described as “a compromise,” for the 
Jjahtnij, of the Red Sea. It will be observed that the Porte now proposes to erect the 
tour principal lights and that the Tariff of dues shall remain unchanged for the first 
veS [ expiration of that period the Tariff might be revised every ten 

C newTi4ts S ' 1U ° publis,lcd tcn y cars ^tcr the completion of the 

. I am to request that these proposals may be considered by the Board of Trade at 
then .Lordships early convenience. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 35. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, December 5, 1891. 

•me 1 h- „ llonom ‘ to acknowledge the receipt, of your Excellency’s note of the 
,Mh ultimo on the question of the lighting of the Red Sea, and, in reply, I beg to 
state that the proposals now made shall be duly considered. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 36. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received December 26.) 

Sir ’ r ur V ^ . Board of Trade, London, December 24, 1891. 

rhi • ( T re ^ e . b y the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the oth mstant, in which you inclose copy of a further note from the Turkish 
Ambassador at this Court on the subject of the four additional lights asked for hv the 
trade as requned for the safe navigation of the Red Sea. 

From this note the Board gather that the proposals now put forward by Rustem 
Pasha are as follows :— . J 

The Turkish Government to construct and maintain the four lights through 
the French firm of MM. Collas and Michel. 

2. Her Majesty’s Government to accept a tariff of dues (to come into operation 
on the completion of the lights) for a fixed period of fifteen years, after which the 
tariff may be revised every ten years. 

3. The accounts not to bo published until the end of ton years from the time that 





u 


the tariff comes into operation. (It is not stated how often the publication is to take 

place after it has once commenced.) , 

It appears to the Board of Trade, in view of the exceptionally high tariff proposed 
last year, and of their experience of the administration of Turkish lighthouses in e 
Mediterranean by MM. Collas and Michel, that these proposals do not afford any 
reasonable prospect of the dues ever being substantially in accord with the expense o 
the service, especially looking to the fact that, under the terms of the Concession, 
Turkey is to receive 10 per cent, of the proceeds. . ,. , 

Quite apart, however, from this, it is impossible to obtam any proper basis on which 
to fix for a period of fifteen years, the dues to be levied on the trade making use ot such 
a highway as the Bed Sea, which has only been rendered available of recent years, and 
is resorted to by the ships of all nations. The net tonnage of this trade is constantly 
increasing, and has more than doubled during the last ten years. Since 1889, on t le 
traffic of which year the fixed tariff proposed by the Porte in April 1890 must have 
been based, there has been an increase in tonnage of about 25 per cent., and there can 
be no doubt that long before the expiration of the fifteen years the tonnage of vessels 
passing through the Ited Sea will have multiplied enormously, more especially as the 
Suez Canal will, in the meanwhile, have been doubled in width and deepened, and the 
facilities for its navigation will have been greatly improved. 

For these reasons the Board of Trade are unable to recommend that any tariff ot 
dues should be accepted by Her Majesty’s Government in respect of these lights, unless 
the conditions already laid down by them, viz., the yearly publication of the accounts, 
and the revision of the tariff at intervals of three or five years, are m the first place 
agreed to by Turkey. If, as appears to be the case, Turkey is not prepared to come to 
an immediate and satisfactory arrangement on these points, nor to accept the alternative 
scheme of a fixed contribution from the Egyptian light dues of 20,000/. a-year, or such 
other sum as is proved to be necessary to meet the expenses of the service, the Board 
would suggest, for the consideration of the Marquis of Salisbury, that steps should be 
at once taken to open up an alternative route, as proposed in the final paragraph of the 
letter addressed by his Lordship to Bustem Pasha on the 16th January last. 

The route suggested in the letter from this Office of the 16th August, 189 , 
which, for the sake of brevity, may be described as the “ Western Hanish ’ route, lias 
been recently surveyed by the Admiralty, from which Department a favourable Eeport 
has been received, and the Board are advised that, if efficiently lighted, it will 
be ultimately accepted by the trade as better and safer than the present Abu Ail 

route. n . 

The precise islets between Great Hanish Island and the African coast upon 

which lights should be placed will have to be settled in conjunction with the 
Admiralty and the trade; but the four sites already suggested, and marked in red on 
the accompanying Chart, viz., North-east Quoin (or, perhaps, as an alternative, 
Balchmat Islet), South-west Bocks, one of the Haycock Islets, and Harbi Islet, may be 
taken as a basis. None of these sites are included in the Concession to M. Collas. 

The distance by this route from Zebayr to Perim would be the same as by tho 
Abu Ail route, viz., 168 miles ; and it can be lighted at a smaller yearly cost than was 
demanded by Turkey in 1890 for lighting that route. 

Of the sites suggested, it would appear from Sir E. nertslet s Confidential Memo¬ 
randum of the 28th October, 1880, copy of which accompanied your letter of the 20tb 
Mav 1881 that North-east Quoin and Harbi Islet are within tho jurisdiction ot Egypt, 
while the other two are within the jurisdiction of Turkey, who claims sovereigntymver 
all four sites. It will, therefore, be for the consideration of the Foreign Office, if this 
route is to be considered, whether any satisfactory arrangement can be made with 

Turkey for the lighting of these islets. ....... . . 

The best and cheapest plan would seem to be for the work of lighting to be 
undertaken by Great Britain, who might offer a liberal rent to Egypt and Turkey for 

the sites under their respective jurisdictions. 

If Turkey is unwilling to agree to this, or to light the sites herself on reasonable 
terms, it will be for consideration whether action cannot be taken independently 
of Turkey by lighting the African coast itself, and one or two of the off-lying 
islets, such as High, Elat, Harbi, or Sayyal, all of which seem to be within the 
nurisdiction of Egypt. This route would be an equally good one, especially it one ot 
the Haycock Islands could be included, but would be longer by some 3 to 6 miles 
than that previously suggested. It would, however, probably entail an additional 

light on the African coast. ...... 

The Board of Trade have thought it well to lay down at some length their views 
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in relation to this important matter; but they would suggest that, before any aetive 
steps are taken towards adopting the alternative “Western Hanish ” route a consffita- 

tobepresent? ^ ^^ F ° reiSn ° ffice> at wMch the H y<h’ographer might be asked 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) C. CECIL TBEVOB. 

No. 37. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received December 30.) 

Sir » .. ,. ^ , Board of Trade, London, December 29,1891. 

IN continuation of my letter of the 24th instant on the subject of lighting the 
Bed Sea, l am directed by the Board of Trade to request that you will state to the 
Marquis of Salisbury that the Admiralty are on the point of issuing a new Chart 
(which will be m the hands of the trade as soon as possible), recommending for 
adoption, for day navigation, the alternative or “Western Hanisli” route, which is 
advocated m my last letter. 

An advanced copy of this Chart is inclosed. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) C. CECIL TBEYOB. 


No. 3S. 

Memorandum by Mr. Warburton respecting Red Sea Lights. 

(Bustem Pashas note of November 30; Board of Trade letter of December 24, 1891.) 

MB. KENNEDY’S very exhaustive Memorandum of the 4th December 1890 
(annexed), gives the history of this question up to that date. * 

On the 16th January last Bustem Pasha was informed that the proposals of the n • , 
Porfe, as conveyed in his note of the 22nd October, were not satisfactory, and the S “ 
following alternative proposal was made to him 1891 No 7 
“The dues received by Egypt for the Suez and Bed Sea lights,the largest propor- 
w ! uch is paid by British shipping, may be estimated for the last three years at 
75,000/. for 1887, 84,000/. for 1888, and 85,000/. for 1889; and it is now universaUy 
recognized that the time lias come when either these dues must be materially reduced 
or, it they are to be maintained, the surplus accruing from the existing tariff should be 
appropriated to the erection of the lights admitted to be of urgent necessity in the 
southern extremity of the Bed Sea and in the vicinity of Cape Guardafui. It would 
m the opinion of Her Majesty’s Government, be manifestly inequitable that shipping 
should pay more than it now does in the aggregate in proceeding to or coming from 
the East if the funds raised by light dues suffice, as is believed to be the case, to pro¬ 
vide for the additional lights asked for by the passing trade as required for the safety 
of navigation. Tho Egyptian Government have entered into an arrangement with that 
0 under wdiich, as soon as the new Egyptian tariff comes into force 
with all the Powers, they will be prepared to reduce the existing light dues so as to 
lessen the burthen of taxation by a sum estimated at £ E. 40,000 per annum. If it be 
decided, however, to maintain the existing rates, there will, on this basis of calculation 
be an equivalent sum available towards the erection of new lights in the localities 
specified. 

“ Leaving Guardafui out of consideration for tho moment, it has been estimated 
that a capital sum of 100,000/. would be a sufficient maximum to provide for the 
ererection of four first-class lights in the vicinity of Mocha, Abu Ail, Zebayr, and 
Jebel fur (such lights being sufficiently equipped to resist disturbance from earth¬ 
quakes), and also to provide for the purchase of an attending steam-tender; and Her 
Majesty s Government are further of opinion that the annual maintenance, including 
a sinking fund and the insuring of the tender against loss, should not exceed 20 000/ 

The above annual maintenance is made up as follows* 

“ Interest on fiist cost of 100,000/. at 5 per cent. .. .. .. ., 5 ooo 

Repayment in forty years .. .. .. ” " ’’ 2*500 

Maintenance .. .. (t f ‘ * ** 7*500 

Insurance of attending ypssel, &c. .. ’’ ** “ 5000 


Total 


.. 20,000 
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Circular, 
January 23, 
1891. 

Confidential 

Print, 

1891, No; 
To 

Admiralty, 
January 2, 
1891. 

Ibid., No, 22. 
Rustem 
Paiha, 
Novemba ■ 
30. 


Board of 
Trade, 
December 
24. 


“ If, therefore, the Porte is disposed to undertake the erection of the four lights in. 
question, Her Majesty’s Government -would he disposed to recommend the Egyptian 
Government to pay, from the date when the new Customs Tariff comes into operation, a 
sum not exceeding 20,000/. a-year to the Porte for the service in question, provided it 
is adequately executed and carried out.” 

The note went on to say that, if this proposal were not favourably received, it 
would become necessary for Her Majesty’s Government to consider, with other 
Maritime Powers, the advisability of adopting a different route, so as to avoid the sites 
included in the Michel-Collas Concession. 

Copies of Rustem Pasha’s note and our reply were sent to Her Majesty’s Repre¬ 
sentatives to be communicated to the Powers interested, and the Admiralty, at our 
request, sent two ships to survey the proposed new route, nearer to the African 
coast. The Italian Government were asked for and promised to give them every 
facility, and in September the Admiralty informed us that although “ the examina¬ 
tions are not exhaustive enough to make it absolutely certain that no small danger 
may exist undetected, yet they are sufficiently so to justify the adoption of the 
proposed route,” provided that suitable lights are placed. 

The proposals now made by the Porte are:— 

1. Turkey to erect and maintain the four lights (through Michel and Collas) after 
Her Majesty’s Government has accepted a tariff of dues. 

2. This tariff to remain unchanged for fifteen years, after which it may be revised 
every ten years. 

3. The publication of the accounts to commence in the tenth year after the 
completion of the lights and the application of the tariff. 

The Board of Trade point out the objections to these proposals, and cannot 
recommend that any tariff of dues be agreed to except on the conditions already laid 
down, viz.:— 

1. The yearly publication of accounts. 

2. The revision of the Tariff every three or five years. 

They suggest that, if Turkey is not prepared to agree to our conditions, or to 
accept the alternative proposal of a fixed contribution from the Egyptian light dues 
of 20,0001. a-year (or such other sum as may be proved necessary to meet the expenses 
of the service), the new route, which they propose to call the "Western Hanish ” route, 
should be opened out. This route, they are advised, will be ultimately accepted by 
the trade as better and safer than the present one. 

The lights proposed for this route, subject to consultation with the Admiralty and 
the trade, are four, as shown on the accompanying Map, viz. 

North-east Quoin (or as an alternative Rakhmat on the coast). 

South-west Rocks. 

One of the Haycocks. 

Harhi. 

This route would be the same length as the present one. 

But in case South-west Rocks and Haycock should be within Turkish jurisdiction 
they suggest some lights on the African coast:— 

One on High Island. 

One on Flat Island. 

One on Sayyal Island. 

This diversion would make the new route from 3 to 6 miles longer than the 
present one. 

The Board of Trade point out that none of the places named are included in the 
Michel-Collas Concession. The Concession is, liowever, for lighting the whole of the 
Turkish portion of the Red Sea, and the Porte no doubt could, if it saw fit, substitute 
any site within its jurisdiction for any other previously fixed on. 

The Board suggest whether a satisfactory arrangement could not be come to with 
the Porte under which Her Majesty’s Government should light them, but it seems 
highly improbable that Turkey would give her consent to anything which would be in 
opposition to the Concession. 

It was at one time proposed that Egypt should erect the lights, and that we should 
hand over to her towards their maintenance, in lieu of fees, any sum which might be 
available out of the reduction to be made in the Egyptian light dues when the new 
Tariff comes in force. But the Board of Trade propose that Her Majesty’s Government 
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should do the lighting, and Sir E. Baring is of the same opinion, and it has been 
suggested that if the new route he adopted we should inform the Porte that Her 
Majesty’s Government intend to erect the required lighthouses, feeling sure that the 
Porte will not object to a proceeding whose only object is to improve the navigation 
of the Pied Sea, and that this action is not intended to affect the Sultan’s rights over 
the islands. But besides that this would be a strong measure, it must be remembered 
that if we do not get the concurrence of other Powers to adopting the new route, they 
may refuse to let their ships pay the dues though using the route. 

As regards the Guardafui light, the Italian Government told us in July 1890 that 
they had made arrangements with the Sultan of Mijjerteyns for the erection of 
a light. 

The question of j urisdiction over the proposed new sites is not altogether clear. 
According to Sir E. Hertslet’s Memorandum of the 28th October, 1880, all except the 
South-west Bocks were then apparently within that of Egypt. But Sir E. Baring 
stated in his letter of the 17th August, 1890, that Has Kasar, below which all these 
sites arc situated, was practically the southern limit of Egyptian jurisdiction; and 
Article III of the Treaty between Italy and Sultan Anfari of Aussa, signed on the 
9th December, 1888, says, “ The Sultan Mohammed Anfari recognizes all the Dankali 
coast from Amfila up to Has Dameira as Italian possessions.” The proposed new sites 
are opposite this coast, as will be seen from the annexed Sketch Map, on which they 
are marked in red, and, with the exception of South-west Bocks, which appears 
doubtful, seem to be within Italian jurisdiction. 

I think we should, in the first instance, reply to Bustem Pasha’s note to the effect 
that the last proposals of the Porte cannot be accepted ; that we are unable to modify 
the alternative ones contained in the notes to him of the 16tli May, 1S90, and the 10th 
January, 1891, and that if his Government do not agree to one or other of those proposals 
without further delay we must take steps, in concert with the other Powers, for lighting 
an alternative route on the African side which has been surveyed by Her Majesty’s 
ships of war, and which Her Majesty’s Government arc advised is a better and safer 
route than the present one. 

While awaiting his answer, the consultation suggested by the Board of Trade 
might be held at the Eoreign Office, and the Italian Government might be informed as 
to the new route proposed, and asked whether they claim jurisdiction over the sites 
suggested, and w hether they would be willing to erect the lights themselves, or leave it 
to Her Majesty’s Government or to that of Egypt to do so. 

A further letter has just been received from the Board of Trade in which they say 
that the Admiralty arc on the point of issuing a new Chart, recommending the new 
route for adoption for day navigation. 

J. W. "W. 

Foreign Office, December 31,1891. 


No. 39. 

India Office to Foreign Office.—(Received January 2.) 

Sir, India Office, January 2, 1892. 

ltEFERBING to your letter of the 20th January, 1891, I am directed to request 
that you will be so good as to inform Viscount Cross whether any answer has been 
received to the letter addressed by the Marquis of Salisbury to Bustem Pasha on the 
10th of the above month relative to the lighting of the Bed Sea, and in what position 
that question at present stands. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 


[495] 
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No. 40. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office , January 5, 1892. 

IN reply to your letter of the 2nd instant, I am directed by the Marquis of 
Salisbury to request that you will inform Yiscount Cross that an answer has only 
recently been received from Rustem Pasha to the note that was addressed to him on 
the 16th January, 1891, with regard to the question of erecting lights on certain sites 
in the southern extremity of the Red Sea. 

This answer has been under the consideration of the Board of Trade, who arc of 
opinion that the Turkish counter-proposals are not such as can properly be accepted. 

The correspondence, with a Memorandum on the subject, will shortly be printed, 
and it will then be communicated to the India Office. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) T. V. LISTER. 


No. 41. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office, January 15, 1892. 

THE Marquis of Salisbury has had under his consideration your letter of the 
21th December, containing observations on the fresh proposals of the Ottoman 
Government relative to the erection of the four lights required to complete the 
lighting of the southern portion of the Red Sea, and suggestions for the adoption of an 
alternative route. 

I am to inclose, for the information of the Board, copy of a Memorandum on the 
question.* 

I am also to inclose, for the Board’s concurrence, drafts of a note which liis 
Lordship proposes to address to Rustem Pasha in reply to his Excellency’s note of the 
30th November,! and of a despatch to Ilcr Majesty’s Ambassador at Rome4 
■ Lord Salisbury concurs in the suggestion of the Board, that before any active 
steps are taken towards adopting the alternative route, a consultation should be held 
at this Office, at which the Hydrograplier of the Admiralty might be asked to be 
present. The consultation might take place after the receipt of the reply of the 
Italian Government to the communication which Lord Dufferin will make to them. 

His Lordship would be glad to be supplied, for the use of Lord Dufferin, with 
another copy of the Chart inclosed in your letter of the 24th December, with the 
proposed sites of the lights marked in the same manner. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) T. Y. LISTER. 


No. 42. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received January 27.) 

Sir, Board of Trade, London, January 26, 1892. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 
the 15th instant, in which, with reference to the fresh proposals of the Ottoman 
Government relative to the erection of the four lights required to complete the 
lighting of the southern portion of the Red Sea, you inclose, by desire of the Marquis 
of Salisbury, copy of a Memorandum on the question, together with drafts of a note 
and despatch which his Lordship proposes to address to Rustem Pasha and Her 
Majesty’s Ambassador at Rome respectively. 

In reply, I am to request that you will state to Lord Salisbury that, subject to 
the minor alterations indicated in blue ink upon them, the Board concur in the terms 
of the proposed despatch and note, which are herein returned. 

With respect to the Memorandum, copy of which the Board notice is to be sent 
to Her Majesty’s Ambassador at Romo, 1 am to observe that the socond paragraph on 
p. 16 would appear to imply that the Board have ignored .the fact that the Porte 
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could, if it saw fit, substitute any site within its jurisdiction for any of the places 
included in the Michel-Collas Concession. The Board, on the contrary, have always 
acted on this view, and in their letter of the 24th December last, which is quoted in 
the Memorandum, while saying that the South-west rocks is the best site of all, they 
nevertheless suggest other sites because the South-west rocks are in Turkish waters, 
and therefore may be unavailable under existing circumstances. 

I am to add that, in the smaller Chart which forms p. 17 of the Eoreign Office 
Memorandum, “ Jebel Tier ” Island is incorrectly described as “ Abou Ail.” 

In compliance with the request of Lord Salisbury, I am to inclose another copy 
of tho Chart which accompanied my letter of the 24th December. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) HENRY G. CALCRAET. 


No. 43. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(No. 11. Commercial. Confidential.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, January 28, 1892. 

WOTI reference to my Circular despatch, Commercial, of the 23rd January, 
1891, I transmit herewith copies of further correspondence respecting the lighting of 
the southern portion of the Red Sea, together with a Memorandum showing the 
present position of the question and tho views of Iler Majesty’s Government thereon.* 

Your Excellency will see from these papers that the alternative route referred to 
in my despatch No. 8, Commercial, Confidential, of the 19th February, 1891, and your 
Excellency’s despatch No. 30, Commercial, Confidential, of the 6th March, 1891, has 
been surveyed by ner Majesty’s ships of war, and is considered a better and safer 
route than the one now in use, and that it has been recommended for adoption by day 
by the Lords of the Admiralty. 

The islands and rocks recommended by the Board of Trade in their letter of the 
21th December, with tho exception of South-west rocks, seems to be in effect within 
the jurisdiction of Italy. That over the South-west rocks would appear to be 
doubtful. 

I have to request your Excellency to explain confidentially to the Italian 
Government the present position of tho question and the suggestions for tho adoption 
and lighting of the proposed new route, and inquire whether they claim jurisdiction 
over all the sites selected by the Board of Trade for lights, and, if so, whether, in the 
event of that route being agreed to by the Powers interested, they would be prepared 
to erect and maintain at the expense of the passing trade the lights themselves, or 
consent to their erection by ner Majesty’s Government. 

Your Excellency will observo that the sites have not been definitely selected, but 
are liable to modification. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No 44. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadcur, Foreign Office , January 28, 1892. 

HER Majesty’s Government have carefully considered tho proposals for tho 
erection and* maintenance of the four additional lights in the Red Sea which are 
considered to be necessary for completing the effective lighting of the southern portion 
of the Red Sea. 

These proposals are as follows:— 

1. The Ottoman Government to erect and maintain the four lights after the 
acceptance by ner Majesty’s Government of a Tariff of dues. 

2. The Tariff to remain unchanged for fifteen years, after which it may bo revised 
every ten years. 

3. The publication of the accounts to commonce in the tenth year, after tho 
completion of the now lights and tho application of the Tariff. 

* Nos. 32, 33, 34, 37, 38, ond 44. 
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Her Majesty’s Government regret that, -with every wish to meet the views of the 
Ottoman Government as far as possible, they are quite unable to agree to the present 
proposals, or to modify the alternative ones contained in my notes of the 16th May, 
1890, and the 16tli January, 1891. 

As the Ottoman Government are not prepared to agree to either of those 
proposals, and considering the great inconvenience which is caused to shipping by the 
insufficient lighting of that part of the route for which the proposed lights would 
have provided, Her Majesty’s Government feel that, in the interests of British shipping, 
they would not he justified in deferring any longer to take such steps as may ho in 
their power to provide a safe alternative route. 

Such a route exists on the African side of the Bed Sea. It has been recently 
surveyed by Her Majesty’s ships of war, and Her Majesty’s Government are advised 
that it is a better and safer one, and not longer than the one now in use. 

The Lords of the Admiralty have lately issued a new Chart of this route, and 
recommend it for adoption for day navigation. 

I have, &e. 

(Signed) SALISBUBY. 


No. 45. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received February 6.) 

Sir, Board of Trade, London, February 5, 1892. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 19th ultimo, in which you transmit a despatch from Her Majesty’s Bcpresenta- 
tive at Cairo, inclosing copies of the Beports of the Egyptian Lighthouse Administration 
for the years 1889 and 1890. 

Prom these Beturns, it appears that the excess of receipts over expenditure has 
been, in 1889, £E. 73,371, and in 1890, £E. 75,690. 

The Board are advised that in 1891 the excess has been upwards of £E. 80,000, 
which is about 75 per cent, of the dues levied on the trade for lighthouse purposes. 

In these circumstances, I am to request that you will move the Marquis of 
Salisbury to cause this Department to be informed whether any date can now be 
indicated upon uhicli the new Egyptian Tariff will come into force, and the promised 
contribution of 40,000/. per annum out of the Egyptian light dues will become 
available. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) HENBY G. CALCBAFT. 


No. 46. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 


(No. 3. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 10, 1892. 

I TBANSMIT herewith, for your information, copies of correspondence with the 
Board of Trade respecting the question of the Egyptian light dues.* 

Having regard to the large l’evenue now derived from this source, I should bo 
glad to learn your views as to whether some reduction might not be effected even 
before all the Powers have concluded Commercial Conventions with Egypt. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBUBY. 


* Nos. 45 and 47. 
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No. 47. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office, February 10, 1892. 

IN reply to your letter of the 5th instant, I am directed by the Marquis of 
Salisbury to request that you will inform the Board of Trade that his Lordship is 
not at present able to indicate a date when the reduction in the Egyptian light dues 
referred to in your letter will bo carried into effect. 

Lord Salisbury will, however, consult Sir Evelyn Baring on the subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHEB. 


No. 48. 


The Marquis of Duferin to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received February 13.) 

(No. 23. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Rome, February 9, 1892. 

IN conformity with the instruction contained in your Lordship’s despatch No. 11, 
Commercial, of the 28th ultimo, I addressed a note to the Italian Government, copy of 
which I have tire honour to inclose, explaining confidentially the present position of 
the question of the lighting of the southern extremity of the Bed Sea, and inquiring 
whether they claimed jurisdiction over all the sites selected by the Board of Trade for 
lights, and whether they would be prepared to erect and maintain the lights 
themselves, or consent to their erection by Iior Majesty’s Government. 

I have now the honour to transmit to your Lordship a translation of a note which I 
have received, in reply, from the Marquis di Budini, in which it is staled that the Italian 
Government do claim jurisdiction over the sites mentioned in your Lordship’s 
despatch, and that the question of the erection and maintenance of the lighthouses at 
the points mentioned is under their consideration. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) DUEFEBIN and AYA. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 48. 

The Marquis of Duffcrin to the Marquis di Rudini. 

M. le Ministre, Home, February 3, 1892. 

SINCE I had the honour of addressing to your Excellency my note of the 25th 
February last, some further correspondence has taken place between ner Majesty’s 
Government and that of His Majesty the Sultan of Turkey as to the most efficient 
manner in which to erect and maintain lighthouses at the southern extremity of the 
Bed Sea. 

The proposals recently submitted by the Porte were as follows:— 

1. The Ottoman Government to erect and maintain the four necessary lights after 
the acceptance by Her Majesty’s Government of a Tariff of dues. 

2. The Tariff to remain unchanged for fifteen years, after which it may be revised 
every ten years. 

3. The publication of the accounts to commence in the tenth year after the 
completion of tho now lights and the application of the Tariff. 

These proposals were carefully considered by ner Majesty’s Government, who 
then informed the Porte that they regretted that, with every wish to meet the views of 
the Ottoman Government as far as possible, they were quite unable to agree to tho 
present proposals or to modify the alternative ones contained in previous communi¬ 
cations made by Hor Majesty’s Government to the Porte, dated respectively the 16th 
May, 1890, and 16th January, 1891. 

As the Ottoman Government were not prepared to agree to either of theso 
proposals, and considering the great inconvenience which is caused to shipping by the 
insufficient lighting of that part of the route for which the proposed lights would have 
provided, Her Majesty’s Government felt that in the interest of British shipping they 
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would not be justified in deferring any longer to take such steps as might be in their 
power to provide a safe alternative route. 

Such a route existed on the African side of the Red Sea. It had been recently 
surveyed by Her Majesty’s ships of war, and Her Majesty’s Government were advised 
that it was a better and a safer one, and not longer than the one in use. The Lords of 
the Admiralty have recently issued a new Chart of this route, and recommended it for 
day navigation. 

The lights proposed to be erected for this route, subject to consultation with the 
Admiralty and the trade, are four:— 

1. North-cast Quoiu (or as an alternative Rakmat on the coast). 

2. South-west rocks. 

3. One of the Haycocks. 

4. Harby. 

According to Article III of the Treaty between Italy and Sultan Ahfari of Aussa 
of the 9th December, 1S8S, the jurisdiction over the new sites, with exception perhaps 
of South-west rocks, appears to belong to Italy. 

In placing confidentially in your Excellency’s hands, for perusal and convenience 
of reference, copy of a Memorandum which has been drawn up on this subject, 
accompanied by a Chart showing the positions selected for the new r lighthouses, I am 
instructed by Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to inquire 
whether the Italian Government claim jurisdiction over all the sites selected by the 
Board of Trade for lights, and, if so, whether, in the event of that route being agreed 
upon by the Powers interested, they themselves would be prepared to erect and main¬ 
tain at the expense of the passing trade the lights in question, or would consent to 
thoir erection by Her Majesty’s Government. I am, however, to observe to your 
Excellency that the sites have not been definitely selected, but arc liable to modifi¬ 
cation. 

I should be grateful if your Excellency would eventually return to this Embassy 
the inclosures and Charts which accompany this note. 

X avail &c« 

(Signed) ’ DUFFERIN anu AVA. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 48. 

The Marquis di Rudini to the Marquis of Dufferin. 

(Translation.) 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Rome, February 7, 1892. 

I HAVE the honour to acknowledge the receipt of your Excellency’s note of the 
3rd of this month respecting the lighthouses which the British Government wish to be 
constructed at the southern extremity of the Red Sea. 

I have the honour to inform your Excellency, in reply, that the Italian Government 
consider the places mentioned in the above note as subject to their own jurisdiction, 
and will, without delay, study the question of the eventual construction in those 
latitudes of the four lighthouses proposed by the Board of Trade, on the understanding 
that the necessary expenses of construction, of maintenance, and service shall be 
reimbursed by navigators in the form of lighthouse dues to be levied by the Egyptian 
Government, or by a special Tariff to be established in the future. 

Such investigations will be made with the best intentions of satisfying the wishes 
of Her Majesty’s Government. 

Reserving to myself to inform your Excellency of our definite decision in the 
matter, and to return as soon as possible the documents and papers annexed to your 
Excellency's note, I avail, &c, 

(Signed) RUDINI. 


No. 49. 

Question asked in the House of Commons, February 19, 1892. 

Mr. Henniker Heaton ,—To ask the Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, what 
steps have been taken for the rapid completion of the proper lighting of the Red 
Sea: 

■Whether the Turkish or Egyptian Government have a large surplus at their 
disposal from Bed Sea light dues : 


23 


And whether he is aware that, in the opinion of the most experienced 
captains of steamers, lights are urgently needed in the Red Sea on the Island of 
Abu-Ail, on the Island Gcbel Tecr, and also at Moka. 


Answer. 

I regret that considerable delay has arisen in the negotiations relating to this 
matter. 

It is due to the excessive demands of parties to whom the Sublime Porte had 
granted a Concession for erecting lights on Ottoman territory, which includes the 
places mentioned in the question. 

The Egyptian Government have a considerable surplus from Red Sea light dues, 
and an arrangement has been come to, according to which, as soon as the new r Customs 
Tariff comes into force, the sum of jC E. 10,000 will be set aside for the erection and 
maintenance of the additional lights required in the Red Sea and flic Gulf of Aden. 

It is possible that the difficulty may be overcome by the selection of an alternative 
route to that hitherto followed. 

The matter is engaging the attention of the Foreign Office and of the Board of 
Trade. 


No. 50. 

Sir E. Baling to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received February 29.) 

(No. 5. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo , February 21, 1892. 

I HAVE the honour to reply to your Lordship’s despatch No. 3, Commercial, of 
the 10th instant. 

Commercial Conventions have been already signed between the Egyptian Govern¬ 
ment and the Governments of Great Britain, Austria, Italy, Belgium, and Portugal. 
The negotiations with Germany are far advanced, and there is every prospect of a 
Convention being signed before long. Negotiations are proceeding with the United 
States of America. No negotiations have actually been commenced witli the French 
Government, but I understand that the latter is not indisposed to consider the 
question. If once a Comention were signed with France I conceive that the other 
Powers would come to terms before long, although perhaps some little difficulty may 
be experienced with Russia and Greece. 

It is impossible for me to say when all the Conventions will be signed, but, con¬ 
sidering the difficulties of the subject, \ think fair progress has been made, and that 
there is a reasonable prospect of eventually coming to terms with all the Powers. 

As regards the proposal that, in \iew of the increase in the revenue derived from 
the light dues, the Egyptian Government should be moved to give up a portion of the 
revenue before the new Tariff comes into force, I have the following observations to 
submit to your Lordship. 

Whenever proposals of this nature are made to the Egyptian authorities they 
invariably fall back on two arguments— 

The first, which applies more particularly to this special case, is that a certain 
Budget was drawn up by the Bowers in 1881, and imposed upon Egypt by the London 
Com (nition. According to that Budget, the administrative expenditure of the Egyptian 
Government was fixed at a certain figure. Any excess expenditure has to come out 
of the half surplus which alone is at the disposal of the Egyptian Treasury. This latter 
provision, against wdiicli I did my best to protest at the time, hampers the Egyptian 
Government at every turn. The Convention Budget allowed the surplus revenues 
derived from the light dues to remain at the disposal of the Egyptian Government, 
and, if it be argued that those revenues have increased since 1881, the reply is that, 
on the other hand, the charges thrown on the Egyptian Government were in some 
respects greatly under-estimated at the time of the London Conference. Thus, the 
expenditure on the Egyptian army was estimated at £ E. 130,000. The actual figures 
for 1891 were £ E. 191,000. The Egyptian authorities, there fore, hold that if the 
arrangement made in 1881 is to be modified in respect to some points in a sense 
unfavourable to their interests the whole question should be reconsidered, with a view 












24 


to other modifications being introduced in the sense of relaxing the extreme rigidity 
over their expenditure which the Convention imposes. 

The second argument is of more general application. The Egyptian authorities 
argue with much force that by dint of good administration they have raised Egyptian 
credit and converted a portion of their Debt, thus effecting an economy of some 
325,000/. a-ycar. But they are not allowed to touch a farthing of this economy. 
They are quite aware that iter Majesty’s Government is in no way responsible for the 
gross injustice which is being inflicted on the people and Government of Egypt in this 
matter, but the fact remains that, when they are asked to make some considerable 
pecuniary sacrifice for the benefit of European trade, they naturally reply that if they 
are to adopt any proposals of this sort, it is only just that the Bowers of Europe should 
accord to them some greater degree of liberty in disposing of their own resources for 
the benefit of Egypt. 

In addition to these general arguments, it has to be borne in mind that the 
arrangement about the light dues, which was made at the time the Commercial 
Convention was signed with Great Britain, is regarded here as a distinct pledge that, 
until the new Tariff comes into force, no demand will be made on the Egyptian 
Government to sacrifice any portion ol the revenue derived from the dues. 

I am aware that these arguments may not appear convincing to those who arc 
more especially interested in the construction of the proposed lighthouses, but they are 
arguments which deserve very careful consideration before Iler Majesty’s Government 
decides to move in the matter. It is difficult to contest tlicir validity from an 
Egyptian point of view. 

No one can regret more than I do that there should be a delay in the construction 
of the new lighthouses; lam veil aware they arc much required. The question is 
also one in which, for many years, I have taken the greatest personal interest, and as 
to which I have repeatedly endeavoured to bring about some satisfactory settlement. 
At the same time, I should add that no amount of persuasion on my part will induce 
the Egyptian Government to gi\o up willingly any portion of the light dues’ revenue 
before 'the new Tariff comes into force. I am sure to encounter the strongest 
opposition, not only from the native Eavptian authorities, hut also from their English 
advisers, who, much to their credit, thoroughly identify themselves with Egyptian 
interests, and are often, indeed, mme Egyptian than the Egyptians themselves. In 
order to carry the point, 1 should have to assume an extremely harsh and imperious 
attitude, which would, in this instance, he not unreasonably considered very unjust, 
which would certainly he impolitic, which it has been my constant endeavour to avoid, 
and which, in view of the youth and inexperience of the young Khedive, would, just at 
this moment, appear somewhat especially ungracious. 

Eor these reasons, I venture to deprecate the idea that the matter should he laid 
before the Egyptian Government. Much as I regret it, I fear there is nothing to he 
done but to wait until Commercial Conventions have been concluded with all the 
Bowers. 

I should add that a good deal of misapprehension exists as to the true nature of 
the Egyptian financial situation. Last year (1891) iliere was a surplus of 1,100,000/., 
but of *this only about 300.000/. is at the disposal of the Egyptian Government. 
Moreover, the agricultural results of the year were so exceptionally good, that it would 
be imprudent to consider 1 bill as a normal year. Although the situation lias very 
greatly improved by comparison w ith past times, it is extremely necessary, in view of 
the demands which are springing up on all sides for a reduction of taxation and an 
increase of expenditure, for the Egyptian Government to husband its resources with 
great care. This necessity, moreover, becomes all the more apparent, when it is 
remembered that the international engagements taken by the Egyptian Government 
deprive the Einance Department of the free disposal of its own resources. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BAKING. 


25 


No. 51. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir Clare Ford.* 

(No. 15. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 2, 1892, 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 10, Commercial, of the 23rd January, 1891, 
I transmit herewith, for your Excellency’s information, copies of further corre¬ 
spondence, as marked in the margin,! respecting the lighting of the southern extremity 
of the Bed Sea. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 52. 

Foreign Office to India Office. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 2, 1892. 

WITH reference to the letter from this Office of the 26th January, 1891, I am 
directed by the Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs to transmit to you, to he laid 
before the Secretary of State for India in Council, copies of further correspondence, as 
marked in the margin,! respecting tlie lighting of the southern extremity of the 
Bed Sea. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 53. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 2, 1892. 

WITH reference to the letter from this Office of the 23rd January, 1891, and to 
your letter of the 26th January last, I am directed by the Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs to transmit to you, to he laid before the Board of Trade, the accom¬ 
panying copies of correspondence, as marked in the margin,! further respecting the 
lighting of the southern extremity of the Bed Sea. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHEB. 


No. 54. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir Clare Ford.% 

(No. 16. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 3,1892. 

WITH reference to my despatch No. 15, Commercial, of the 2nd instant, I 
transmit herewith, for your information, printed Confidential correspondence respecting 
the question of lighting the southern extremity of the Bed Sea and the neighbourhood 
of Cape Guardafui.§ 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


• Also to Sir E. Baring (No. 4. Commercial). f Nos. 33 and 44. 

$ Also to Sir E. Baring (No. 5, Commercial). 

§ Confidential Nos, 6093 and 6020; 1891-92 Correspondence, Nos, 1-48. 
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No. 66. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 


(No. 6. Commercial.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 7,1892. 

I TRANSMIT herewith, for your information, a copy of a letter which, upon 
receipt of your despatch No. 5, Commercial, of the 21st ultimo, I caused to be 
addressed to the Board of Trade, on the question of a reduction of the Egyptian 
light dues.* 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 66. 


Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

(Confidential.) 

8ir, Foreign Office, March 7, 1892. 

WITH reference to the concluding paragraph of my letter of the 10th ultimo, I 
am directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to transmit herewith a copy of a despatch 
from Her Majesty’s Agent and Consul-General at Cairo respecting the question of the 
reduction of the Egyptian light dues.f 

In view of the opinion expressed by Sir Evelyn Baring, I am to request you to 
inform the Board of Trade that Lord Salisbury is unable, for the present, to take any 
further action in the matter. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) JAMES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 67. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir Clare Ford. 

(No. 18. Commercial. Confidential.) 

Sir, Foreign Office, March 8, 1892. 

IN continuation of my despatch No. 16, Commercial, of the 3rd instant, I 
transmit herewith, for your Excellency’s confidential information, copies of further 
correspondence, as marked in the margin, $ respecting the lighting of the Red Sea, and 
the Egyptian light dues. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 68. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury. —( Received March 10.) 
(Commercial.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Cairo, March 10,1892. 

A PETITION has been addressed by the agents of the principal Steam-boat 
Companies at Alexandria to the “ Corps "Diplomatique ” here, urging that a reduction 
should be made in the light and port dues. The Diplomatic Body will shortly meet to 
consider this question. 

I should be glad to know, as a guide to my action in this matter, whether, with 
reference to the inclosures in your Lordship’s despatch No. 4, Commercial, of the 
2nd instant, it is probable that, by the terms of the new arrangement, the construction 
of such lights as may be required will, when the necessary funds are forthcoming, be 
executed by the Government of the Khedive rather than by the Porte, as was hereto¬ 
fore proposed. 


t No. 50. 


• No. 66. 


t Nos. 50 and 66. 


The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, March J 1 , 1892. 

YOUR telegram of yesterday. 

Italian Government have been asked whether they claim jurisdiction over the sites 
in the alternative or new route. Their answer is in the affirmative. The question of 
construction is now under consideration. 


No. 60. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Mr. Bering. 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, March 11,1892. 

PLEASE ask Italian Government for an early statement of their intentions about 
Red Sea lights. See Lord Dufferin’s No. 23. 


No. 61. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 26.) 
(Commercial.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Cairo, March 26,1892. 

WITH reference to my telegram, Commercial, dated the 10th instant, I have the 
honour to inform your Lordship that the meeting of the “ Corps Diplomatique” took 
place this morning. It was generally felt that part of the economics which have 
resulted from the conversion of the debt should be applied, in the first place, to 
reducing the land tax, and, in the second place, to the reduction of the port and light 
dues. I gave my support to this proposal. It was arranged that the Marquis 
do Reverseaux and I should ascertain the views of the Egyptian Government on this 
subject. 

I should be glad to know if your Lordship concurs in the principle. There appears 
to be at present a somewhat better prospect of arriving at a settlement of the economies 
question than has hitherto presented itself. 


No. 62. 

Mr. Dering to the Marquis of Salisbury—(Received March 27.) 
(Commercial.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Borne, March 27, 1892. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s Commercial telegram of the 12th instant, 
on the subject of the proposed new lights in the Red Sea, I have the honour to state 
that the Marquis di Rudini told me to-day that, although a full reply to your Lord¬ 
ship’s inquiry would not be ready for some days, I might, nevertheless, inform your 
Lordship that, in his opinion, Her Majesty’s Government might do as they wished in 
the matter as far as the Italian Government was concerned. 


No. 63. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

(Telegraphic.) P. Foreign Office, March 28,1892. 

I CONCUR in principle with your view as stated in your telegram of the 26th 
instant. 













Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received March 30.) 
{Commercial.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Cairo, March 30, 1892. 

WITH reference to my telegram of the 26th instant, I have the honour to inform 
your Lordship that the following proposals are about to be submitted to the Powers 
by the Egyptian Government. 

1. The whole of the economies resulting from the conversion of the debt, i.e., 
a sum of 315,000/. per annum, to be applied to reducing the land tax. 

2. A reduction of 25 per cent, to be made in the port dues. The annual cost of 
this operation will amount to 32,000/. 

3. A yearly sum of 40,000/., drawn from the revenue accruing from the light dues, 
to be devoted to a suspense account, the subsequent employment of which will be 
hereafter decided by the Powers. 

4. A reduction of 25 per cent., involving an annual cost of 3,000/., to be made in 
the port dues at Alexandria. It must not he forgotten that the new lights in the Red 
Sea will not confer any benefit on Alexandria. 

5. When the surplus is divided between the Egyptian Government and the 
“ Caisse dc la Dette Publique,” the sum of 37,000/. a-ycar to be added to the portion 
allotted to the former. 

The Egyptian Government, moreover, intend to effect a reduction, amounting to 
7,000/. a-year, in porterage dues. 

These measures, if they are accepted, cannot fail to afford very great relief both to 
the people ot Egypt and to trade. Their acceptance, however, by the Erench Govern¬ 
ment, is not yet assured. 

The engagement by which the light dues were to be reduced on the Conventions 
coming into force, will of course be cancelled; but I have told the Marquis de Rcver- 
seaux that his Government, in the event of their wishing for some further concession, 
might reasonably ask that a reduction of light dues, amounting, perhaps, to 10 per 
cent., might be given on the signature of all the Conventions, in addition to the 
40,000/. for new lights which is to be accorded immediately. 

The general financial equilibrium of the Egyptian Budget will be in no way 
endangered by the execution of the above proposals. 


No. 65. 

Mr. Dering to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 2.) 
(Commercial.) 

(Telegraphic.) P. Rome, April 2, 1892. 

WITH reference to my Commercial telegram of the 27tli ultimo, on the subject 
of the proposed new lights in the Ped Sea, I have the honour to state that the 
Marquis di Pudini informed me to-day that the Italian Government had now deter 
mined to construct the required lighthouses themselves. This decision, his Excellency 
said, had been taken in consequence of a communication from the Minister of the 
Treasury. 


No. 66. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 4.) 

(No. 8. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo , March 26,1892. 

I HAVE the honour to transmit herewith, with reference to my telegram of 
to-day’s date, a copy of the Address presented to M. dc Ortega, Dean of the Diplomatic 
and Consular Body at Cairo, by the agents of the Alexandria Steam Navigation 
Companies, on the question of the reduction of the port and light dues, together with 
a Memorandum on the subject which has been drawn up by Mr. Palmer. 
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That gentleman has authorized me to give a copy of his Memorandum to the 
Pepresentatives of the Powers, which I have accordingly done. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BAPING. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 66. 

Adresse pre'sente'e a M. de Ortega Morejon, Doyen du Corps Diplomatique et Consulaire au 

Caire, par les Agents a Alexandrie des Compagnies de Navigation a Vapeur au sujet des 

droits de Port et de Phares. 

M. le Doyen, Alexandrie, le 15 Fe'vrier, 1892. 

EN presence des charges de plus cn plus lourdes qui pdsent sur le commerce 
ma ritime, les Soussignes, agents a Alexandrie des Compagnies de Navigation a Vapeur, 
s’dtant concerts dans le but de prendre les mesures necessaires pour sauvegarder les 
interets qui leur sont confies, ont decide, dans une reunion g6nerale tenuc le 
23 Janvier dernier, qu’il y avait lieu de formuler une nouvellc et pressante reclamation 
contre les droits excessifs quo pei’ 9 oivent les Administrations du Port d’Alexandrie et 
des Phares Egyptiens et de vous presenter cette reclamation sous forme d’Adresse, en 
votre qualite de Doyen du Corps Diplomatique et Consulaire. 

Avant d’exposer les raisons qui militent aujourd’hui plus que jamais en favour 
d’un abaissement notable de ces droits, les Soussignes croient devoir, pour faciliter 
l’appreciation et le debat dc la question, faire d’abord un bref historique des origines 
des taxes dont ^exaggeration souleve de plus en plus les plaintes de tout le commerce 
maritime. 

Droits de Port a Alexandrie. 

Le 27 Decembre, 1868, son Excellence Zulfikar Pacha, Ministrc des Affaires 
Etranghres, signalait dans une depcche aux Consuls-Generaux l’intention oil etait le 
Gouvernement de Son Altcsse le Khedive d’entreprendre a Alexandrie divers travaux 
d’amelioration que rendaient indispensablcs l’etat du port et l’extension du mouvement 
commercial et maritime. Le Ministrc informait en memo temps les Pcpresentants 
des Puissances que son Gouvernement so proposait d’etablir, a Pentree et a la sortie 
des navires, un droit dont le produit serait destine a Vindemniser d’une partie de ces 
de'penses et dont le taux iiexcederait pas d'aillcurs ceux qui etaient pratique's dans les 
principuux pays d'Europe. 

La proposition du Gouvernement Egyptien fut, aprhs d’assez longs pourparlers, 
acceptee en principc mais sous certaines reserves ayant pour but d’empeclier que les 
charges nouvellcs decant resulter de Vapplication de ce droit ne vinssent , par leur ele'vation, 
annuler les avantages que les navires de commerce seraient appeles u retirer de Vame'lioration 
du port et quelles n’e'tablissent aucune ine'galite' de truitement a Vc'garcl des divers 
pavilions. 

Cinq ans plus tard, dans une Cireulaire cn date du 23 Mars, 1874, son Excellence 
Nubar Pacha, alors Ministrc des Affaires Etrangeres, signalait quo les travaux deja 
aceomplis avaient permis aux navires d’elfcctuer leurs operations en securite pendant 
I’Hver qui finissait et informait les Consuls-Generaux que le Gouvernement so trouvait 
s lors autorise a prclever desormais un droit qu’il avait fixe a un taux modern alin de 
3 au commerce toutes les facilitcs possibles et d'aider au developpement des 
iaBons avec les autres pays. 

T ' ;;n que ce droit (4 ponces par tonne a Pcntrec et 4 pences a la sortie, soit 
80 centimes environ par tonneau Turc) fut tres eleve, il ne tarda pas a ctre accepte par 
les Puissances et mis en pratique. 

Trois ans s’etaient a peine (iconics qu’unc Cireulaire emanant du Ministere de 
l’Agriculturo et du Commerce annoncait, cn Novcmbre 1877, qu’un nouveau Tarif 
avait etc ddcrete par Son Altcsse le Khedive pour la perception des droits de port, 
d’aecostage, de quai et dc stationnement dans le port et que ce Tarif entrerait en 
vigueur a partir du 22 Eevrier, 1878. 

Les nouveaux droits de port (5 piastres au tarif ou 1 fr. 30 c. par tonneau Turc) 
presentant une augmentation do 56 pour cent sur les taxes deja etablies il Pcntrec et a 
la sortie des navires donnerent lieu a de vives protestations. On ne pouvait admettro 
en clfet quo le Gouvernement meconnut a ce point ses engagements antc'ricurcs et les 
reserves formulecs par les ltepresentants des Puissances et qu’il cut le droit d’appliqucr 
un Tarif aussi 61eve aprhs avoir fait executor dans le port, sur une etendue bion 
superieure a cello que justiflaient les besoms du commerce maritime, des travaux 
auxquels les entrepreneurs assignaient au surplus, d’aprhs les termes memes du Rapport 
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dress6 sur la demande de la Commission Internationale d’Enquete par M. Du Port, 
Ingdnieur du Gouvernement, une valeur depassant de moitie leur valeur reelle. 

Le Pecret Kkddivial fftt rapports; toutefois de nouvelles Circulaires adressees aux 
Consuls-Generaux par le Ministkrc des Affaires Etrangeres en date des 12 Juin et 
26 Aout, 1879, vinrent confirmer les intentions du Gouvernement a l’dgard d’un 
rel5vement des droits de port et lc Tarif actuellement en vigueur (60 paras a l’entree et 
60 paras h, la sortie des navires, soit 78 centimes) regie non plus sur le tonnage Turc mais 
sur le tonnage usite par le Canal de Suez qui est de 25 pour cent environ plus eleve, fut 
ddfinitivement-adopts. 

Droits de Phares. 

Les agents des Compagnies do Navigation out formule le 11 Avril, 1885, dans 
une Adresse prdsentee a M. do Martino, votre prddecesseur au Doyennat, une 
reclamation contre les droits exageres qui etaient pcrgus par 1’Administration des 
Pliares dont les recettes etaient deja a cette epoquc deux fois plus elevecs que les 
ddpenses. 

Proliant pour base principale de leur reclamation les termes suivants do 1’Article 12 
du Tarif etabli d’accord avec les Puissances : 

Le ]>re'sent Tanf sera susceptible d’augmentation ou de diminution suivant Vetat du 
budget des phares que le Gouvernement fera dresser chaque anne'e. 

Les agents des Compagnies ont fait ressortir que le budget de 1881 etabli.ssait de 
la sorte la situation financiere de cette Administration : 

£ E. 

Recettes .. .. ., .. .. .. .. .. 80,000 

Depcnses .. ,, .. .. ., .. .. 26,000 

Profit .. .. .. .. .. 54,000 

Et ils ont demande par suite quo les droits fussent reduits des deux tiers. 

Cette tentative etant restee infructueuse, les agents des Compagnies con vinrent de 
payer les droits sous reserves et plusieurs d’entre cux se montr6rent disposes a actionner 
le Gouvernement devant les Tribunaux. Mais, pour tourner la difficulty, le Comitd 
Financier fit admettre par la Commission de Liquidation a partir de 1888, le produit 
des pliares dans les previsons budgetaires et les arrangements consacres par la 
Convention de Londres vinrent ensuite couper court aux legitimes rcvendications du 
commerce maritime. 

Telle est, a l’beure actuelle, la situation faite aux Compagnies de Navigation au 
double point de vue de la perception des droits de port et de pliares. 

Les Soussignds esperent fermement que malgre l’adliesion donnee aux Tarifs en 
vigueur et l’affectation a la dette ou au budget des revenus do ccs Administrations, 
les ltepresentants des Puissances estimeront, pour les raisons exposees ci-apres, que 
cette situation est desastreuse pour leurs nationaux et qu’ellc reclame des modifications 
que le Gouvernement Egyptian a aujourd’liui le pouvoir autant quo le devoir d’y 
apportcr aussi bicn dans l’interet de la navigation quo dans l’interet pariieulicr du 
commerce local. 

Personno n’ignorc qu’aux epoques ou les droits ont etc ainsi otablis, lc Gouverne¬ 
ment se preoccupait bcaucoup meins, eontrairoment a scs declarations, du developpe- 
ment du commerce ct d’uue compensation legitime a une partie des deponses 
d’installation du port d’Alcxandrie et des pliares que des ndccssites ou des convenances 
resultant do l’dtat de ses finances. 

A ce point de vue, il importc done de faire ressortir d’abord que si le Budget de 
l’Egypte prdsentait alors et a continue a presenter jusqu’en 1885 des deficits 
considerables, la situation financiisre du pays s'est transformeo completemcnt puisqu’elle 
accuse, au contraire, depuis 1889 un exeddent annuel de £ E. 500,000 et que le fond 
de reserve aura atteint son maximum dans le eours de l’annde prochaino. 

D’autre part, les recettes des Administrations du Port et des Phares se sont 
progressivement dlevdes les premieres it £ E. 115,000 et les secondes ii £ E. 100,000, 
cliifl'res qui figurent dans le Budget do 3892 off les depcnses sont inscrites pour 
£ E. 23,000 et 27,000. II en resulte done pour le Gouvernement un benefice total 
actuel de £ E. 165,000, soit de 4,300,000 fr. par an. 

Un tel profit dont la plus large part est procurde par les Compagnies de 
Navigation ii Yapcur est-il ldgitime dans la situation financidre actuelle de l’Egypte ? 
Est-il rdalisd dans aucun pays d’Europe ? Est-il enfin compensd par des avantages 
particuliers offerts aux bateaux qui frdquentent le port d’Alexandrie ? 

La rdponse & ces questions est dgalement ndgative car, en principe, les taxes 
applicables au commerce maritime ne doivent revdtir et, en fait, elles ne revetent 


nulle part un caractdre fiscal de cette nature. Les Tableaux comparatifs ci-joints 
■nermottront de constater que les droits percus a Alexandne sont beaucoup plus e v 
nue tous ceux en usage dans les ports do la Mediterrande. Quant aux avantae 
spdeiaux que les navires trouveraient ii Alexandrie nous mdiquerons plus loin a quoi 

il<? se rdsument dans l’dtat actuel des clioses. . n . 

1 Or tandis quo la situation s’est notabloment amcliorde pour le Gouvernement, on 
,-t-il dtd do memo pour les Compagnies de Navigation? Le contraire sest 
•mnlheureusemenli produit et le commerce maritime qui traverse dailleurs depuis 
plusieurs anndes une crise grave, en est venu a ce point particulidrement en Lgyp e, 

* i _ vdmiltats des services rdguliers se soldent presque tous en peite. . - 

4 " II est fact t s'en rendre'compte si en dellors do l’eldvntion des droits dtalllis it 

"TQueTuiTutesGiriignes les frets ont baissd de plus de BO pour cent depuis 

dlX ^ Que les prix de transport des voyageurs ont egalement diminue bien que dans 

U " e mTmo n pdriode la capacitd des navires dossorvant Alexandrie s’est 

accrue d^ double sans que le mouvement d'importatlon et d’ox r ortation ait augments 

d’uno faton bien sensible , t ; nt( tg ra lement per S us sur le tonnage total, que les 

*■ .licit nleins ou a peine charges ou mfemo qu’arnvant deja charges lls ne 
S aucun mouvement do merchandises et se bornent a embarquer ou a dobarquer 

des Pf s “^ ra > toutes los Compagnies ayant d4 faire aeoostcr leurs bateaus aux 

Lv m.ST Vb suite du ehangement d’installation de la Direction ot des magasina 
nouveaux quais, a la suiau cu 0 aC costa<m, qui ne profite en somme qu’aux 

dc la Douanc, on P. ndiseg tlang ^obligation tie conserver sans emploi le materiel 

atfeetd au batelagc dans le port, rt 

ocliupd, ^ouf°cn U abonnement qU 17,000 fr. environ par an pour une longueur de 

100 ‘if One tout recemment cette Administration, bien qu’clle loudt ii l’annde certains 
LlZT a cmTvoir quand ils dtaint mis par los Compagnies abonnccs a la 

qU ’ el a S auXpl°upart d“eU<i paient en outre h la Douane un loyer annuel M. 

/ r , (inti f,, onvironl pour un magasin special sur les nom eaux quaisi, v 

9 ( Que les bateaux accostes sont soumis de la part do cette Administration a des 

droits particuliers pour les travaux cffectues pendant la nuit ou les jours forms, 
dimts particul 1 depuis le moment ou les navires entrent dans le 

ii lesuite ue co qui u i n nTnnao > n ies de Navigation ont a supporter 

port jusquau moment ob i s e d’accost a "e de magasin, et de debarquement, 

en droits do pliares, dc pilotage dc port, d ^ multi ' p i cg , ui> 

“u“”aioSer iZrs°autos Cis, foment un total considerable ct tout ii fait hors 

de proportion avec les ” "eTtfsituation bien 

Sh"" out do plL P ^quitter-1 nouveau les 

Symrt dFt“et r lXncune exemption ni aucuno moddration de taxe, contraire- 

ment a l’usage suivi dans d’autres pays. les serv ices maritimes strangers, 

Mais tandis que les clioses sont ainsi rdgtees mrn ioment des d = oit3 

une Compagnie Gouveracmentalo .K Mia ^ ^ causo de oes 

de port et de pliares, ot, rnalgid P » , autres une concurrence qu’elle pousse 
lu T siIrp!S ties dernSumte, et conlre laqnelle le commerce maritime dtranger 
proteste vivement. 
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D’autre part, dans un port Egyptien voisin d’Alexandrie, c’cst-h-dire a Port-Said, 
tous les navires sont affrancliis des droits do port et do quai soit qu’ils transitent par le 
Canal soit qu’ils no sortent pas des mers d’Europe. II y a done entre ces deux ports une 
difference de traitement qui permettra a l’escale do Port-Said de faire, au point de vue 
de l’exportation, une concurrence sdrieuse au Port d’Alexandrie si le chemin de fer a 
voie etroite actuellement en construction entre Port-Said et Ismailia est converti un 
jour ou l’autre en une ligne analogue a celles du reseau Egypticn. On verra alors une 
bonne partie des produits de la Basse-Egyptc detournds d’Alexandrie, ou les ressources 
des Compagnies de Navigation et en mcme temps les revenus du port se trouveront 
d’autant diminues. N’cst-ce pas la une dventualitd de nature a attirer l’attention du 
Gouvernement et a justifier 1’exoneration en favour des navires frdquentant ce port 
d’une partie des charges considerables qu’ils y subissent ? 

Etant donne toutes les raisons enoncees dans cctte adresse, les Soussignes croient 
pouvoir, en toute equite, demander aujourd’hui une reduction do moitie sur les droits 
de ports et de pliares, et si le bien fonde de leur reclamation paraissait encore douteux, 
il suffirait de rappcler que malgrd l’insuccds de la tentative faite en 1885, dans le but 
d’obtenir une diminution des droits de pliares, le Gouvernement Anglais a stipule, dans 
le Traite de Commerce qu’il a passe avee l’Egypte, que ces droits seront abaisses dans 
une proportion e'quivalente a 40,000Z. par an d6s que des Conventions analogues auront 
dte faites avee les autres Puissances. 

D’ailleurs, les reductions demandees par les Compagnies seraient sans doute 
compensees dans quelqucs annecs par une nouvelle extension du Port d’Alexandrie: le 
tonnage total des navires, sur lcsquels les droits sont pei^us ii l’cntrec et a, la sortie, 
s’est clejii accru de 2,400,000 tonnes en 1880 a 3,600,000 tonnes en 1891; mais il n’est 
pas douteux qu’une diminution des tarifs deciderait ccrtaines Compagnies qui ont etc 
tentees de faire toucher a Alexandrie leurs bateaux allant par le Canal Maritime dans 
l’Extreme-Orient ou en revenant, et d’dtablir par ce moycn de nouvellcs communica¬ 
tions directes avee l’Egyptc, a doimer suite a leurs intentions, auxquelles ellcs n’ont 
renonce qu’aprds s’etre rcnscignces sur l’dldvation des taxes percues ii Alexandrie. 

Les Soussignes croicnt devoir faire remarquer en dernier ressort que jusqu’ici ricn 
n’a dte fait dans le but do facilitcr ou do developpcr la navigation ctrangdrc, et que si 
on s’est preoccupe de nouveau, il y a trois ans, des difficultes que presentait l’entrdc et 
la sortie des navires sur les passes d’Alexandrie, il a fallu pour obtenir le creusement 
d’un clienal que les Compagnies de Navigation prissent ii leur compto la moitie du 
cout des travaux dont la marchc, ils doivent le dire en passant, laisse d’ailleurs 
bcaucoup ii desirer. 

Les Soussignes vous prient instamment, M. le Doyen, d’interesscr vos collogues ii 
la reclamation tie lours nationaux, et do prendre, d’aceord avee cux, toutes les dispo¬ 
sitions ndeessaires pour lui donner la suite qu’cllc comporte. 

Yeuillez, &c. 

(Signe) J. RICARD, Messacj cries Mari times. 

W. C. SRARKES, Pe'ninsulaire et Orientate. 

E. MAHOllCICn, Lloyd Autrichien, 

A. PltASSINOS, Compagnie llusse. 

G. SElillA, Compagnic de Navigation Generate 
Italienne. 

PARKED, ET ClE., Agents de Compagnies de 
Navigation a Vapeur. 

R. J• MOSS ET Cm.,Moss Steam-Ship Company 
(Limited), OiicnlLine, Star Line, H. lhiggs. 
Sons, and Co., British India Steam Navi¬ 
gation Company. 

C. EENNEMORE et Cie., Leyland Line. 

C. J. GRACE, ET ClE., Glafcke and Hennings, 
British and Burmese Company (Limited), 
Patrick Henderson and Co., W. Johnson 
and Co., TV. Milburnand Co., Anglo-Austra¬ 
lasian Company (Limited), Koninldijke 
Nederlandsche Stoomboot Maatschappij. 

E. DIAP, Compagnies Fabre et Fraissinct. 

ALEX. MINOTTO, Bell's Asia Minor. 

N. TAM VACO, Agent de Vapeurs Anglais et 
de la Compania Valenciana. 

A. STltOSS, Antwerp-Mediterranean Line. 


Etat Comparatif des Droits de Port, de Quai, et de Phases actuellement en yigueur 
XU.AJ. _T> i„ vv.ifinpT.rnune et, de la Mer Noire. 



Droits (le Port ou d’Ancrage. 

Droits de Quai. 

Droits do Pharos. 

£gvp te — 

Alexandrie .. 

78 c. par tonneau du Canal de Suez, soit 1 fr. par . 
tonneau officiel du jauge 

50 c. par metro de 
quai occupe et par 
jour 

19 c. par tonnoau Turc 
sur les 800 premiers 
tonneaux. 

0 c. par tonneau Turc 
sur le surplus. 

Suez 

Id., id. 

Id. 

52 c. par tonneau Turc 
sur les 800 premiers 
tonneaux. 

26 c. par tonneau Turc 
sur le surplua. 

France— 

Marseille *. • • 

50 c. par tonneau officiel de jauge .. .. 

Neant 

Neant. 

Algerie .. •• 

Droits proportionnels au nombre de tonnes de mer¬ 
chandises embarquees ou debarquees 

Id. 

Id. 

Espagne— 

Barcelonc,. •• 

Droits proportionnels au nombre de tonnes de mar- 
chnndises embarquees ou debarquees 

Id. 

w. 

Italie— 

Genes .. .. 

Livournc 

Naples 

Messine 

I fr. par tonnoau officiel do jauge. payable une seule fois 
par mois, avee faculty d abonnement^ a 1 annee a 
raison dc 4 fr. par tonneau une foi3 payes 

50 c. pour les navires n’embarquant ou ne debarquant 
pas plus d’un cinquiemc de leur tonnage total 

25 c. par tonneau pour les navires n’embarquant ou 

ne debarquant pas plus d’un dixieme 

II n’est periju aucun droit pour les navires ne faisant 
pas d’operations commcrcinles. Ceux qui se bornont 
ii embarquer ou a deburquer des passagers paient 
seulement 10 fr. par passager 

1 

Id. 

id. 

Autriche— 

Trieste .. • ■ 

78 c. par tonneau offiriel de jauge, y eomptis les droits 
de pliares, do pilotage, de saute, et de quai 

Id. 

id. 

Grece— 

Pircu .. •. 

Franchise pour les navires faisant un service rugulier • » 

Id. 

10 c. par tonneau de jaugo 
pour les navires faisant 
un service regulier. 


5 c. par tonneau de jauge pour les autres navires .. 

Id. 

Tarif Special variant entre 
15 c. et 35 c. par ton¬ 
neau de jaugo pour les 
autres navires. 

Turquie— 

Constantinople .. 

, 044 m. par tonneau et par jour pour lea navires jaugeant 

plus de 1,000 tonneaux 

Id. 

40 paras, 9oit 21 c. sur 
les 800 premiers ton¬ 
neaux. 

20 paras, soit lOJc. pour 
le surplus. 

Smyrne .. 

1 fr. 35 c. par navire pour droit d’ancrage .. 

Id. 

Id. 



Ces droits sont sup. 
portes par les mar 
chandises 


Rmsie— 

Odessa .. . 

Droits de Pori. 

,, 12i c. par tonneau do jauge ii l’entree. 

12 j c. par tonneau de jaugo a la sortie. 

Neant 

14 roubles, soit 35 fr., par 
navire. 


Droits d’Ancrage. 




8 c. par tonneau du jauge. 




K 
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Inclosure 2 in No. 66. 

Note sur la demande de Re'duction des Droits de Ports et de Phares. 

L’ADRESSE presentee au Corps Diplomatique et Consulaire par les agences des 
principalcs Compagnies de Navigation a Alexandria, a pour objet une demande de 
reduction de 50 pour cent sur le Tarif des droits do ports et phares actuellement en 
vigueur. Cette reduction representerait une diminution de revenus de plus de 
£ E. 100,000 par an. 

.Te nc conteste pas, qu’en general, les droits de cette nature ne devraient servir 
qu’ii couvrir les depenses incombant a un Gouvernement pour les frais et l’entretien 
de ses ports et de ses phares, mais les Puissances ont rcconnu implicitemcnt que 
1’application d’un tel principe n’etait pas necessairement obligatoire en Egypto, car 
dans le budget annexe a la Convention do Londres, le produit de ces droits a etc 
compris comme partie integrante des revenus ordinaires qui doivent faire face aux 
depenses generates du pays. 

II est vrai que depuis la date de la Convention, les ressources du pays ont 
augments et l’on pourrait objecter qu’ii n’est plus necessaire do conserver a ces droits 
le caraderc d’un chef de revenu ordinaire : cette objection perd toute sa valeur si l’on 
considere que le developpcmont des produits budgdtaires a cu pour corollaire l’augmcn- 
tation inevitable des depenses qui, aujourd’liui, depassent considerablomcnt la 3imite 
qui lour a etc assignee par la Convention; or, do nombreuses ameliorations restant 
encore a realiser pour maintenir le pays dans la voio du progres, l’on ne saurait 
conserver 1’illusion que le Gomerncment ]>uisse circonscrire ses depenses dans les 
limites qui leur ont etc imposecs et qui dans bien des cas sont insuffisantes notamment 
en ce qui concerne l’armee. 

II convient de rappeler ici que, d’apres la loi qui regit les finances de l’Egvpte, le 
Tresor est oblige de demander aux contribuables 2 livres, pour ebaque livre de depense 
excedant le cbiffro 11x6 par la Convention; la liberte d’action du Gouvernement, 
lorsqu’il s’agit dune reduction de taxes, so trouve done singulieremont restreinte; dans 
ces conditions, il serait injustc d’attendro de l’Egypte qu’ellc adopte les memos 
principcs que ceux qui sont admis dans les autres pays au sujet de diverses taxes 
speciales, et le Gouvernement ne saurait de son c6te prendre rengagement de ne 
percevoir des droits de ports et de phares quo jusqu’a concurrenco de la depense que 
ceux-ci necessitent. 

Actuellement il serait imprudent de consentir a dc nouvelles i eductions dc taxes, 
mais memo dans l’hypothdse contrairo, personne no pourrait contester quo le degr6vc- 
ment le plus necessaire aujourd’luii au pays est cclui de l’impot l’oncicr; la baisse des 
prix des difF6rents produits agricoles p6se lourdoment sur lo cultivatcur et lcGouvernc- 
ment ne doit eparguer aucun effort pour apporter un soulagement a l’agriculture. A 
man avis, l’accroisscment des revenus doit profiter avant tout a l’impbt sur la terro et. 
jusqu’a ce que cot impftt ait etc allege, une Administration soucicuse des veritables 
interets du pays doit s’interdire de songer a un autre degrevement quelconquc. 

La question des droits des ports et phares pourrait eependant etre l’obji't de 
l’attention du Gouvernement des que les Conventions Commerciales entreraient en 
vigueur; il a memo deja etc admis qu’a cette date les droits dc pliares seraient 
abaisses do £. E. 40,000 par an, cette reduction pent done devenir un fait accompli 
dis que les Conventions Commerciales a\ec l’Egvptc auront etc siguees; si tontes les 
Puissances se montraient favorabloment disposdes a cot 6gard, la reduction no 
souffrirait aucun delai et une prompte satisfaction serait ainsi donnee aux reclamations 
du commerce maritime. 

De plus, si les Puissances consentaicnt a ce quo l’integralite des economies de la 
dettc soit consacree, comme cola doit etre en tonte justice, au degrevement de l’impbt 
foncier, le Gouvernement libere dc cette preoccupation de premiere ligne, serait alors 
en situation dc faire beneficier bien plus facilemcnt le commerce du developpemcnt 
attendu des revenus budgetaires. 

La reduction des droits dont il s’agit depend done dans une large mesurc des 
dispositions des Puissances qui peuvent en aceelerer la realisation, premibrement par 
leur adhesion aux Conventions Commerciales avec 1’Egypto et en second lieu par 
l’autorisation qu’clles donneraient a l’Egypte d’employer les economies de la conversion 
pour le mieux des interets du pays. 

Si les Puissances no jugeaient pas opportun d’aider 1’Egypte dans le sens qui vient 
d’etre indique, elles nc pourraient dquitablement lui faire un reproclio de ne pas 
accueillir la demande contonue daus l’Adresse a laquclle la prdsente note so r6f6re. 

Le Caire, le 21 Mars, 1892. 
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No. 67. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Sir E. Baring. 

, . , -p Foreign Office, April 5, 1892. . 

(TeiegrgiuO^ ^ ovcmmcnt ^ probaUy construct new lights. As soon as their 

formal answer is received you shall hear furthei. 


No. 68. 

Mr. Dering to the Marquis of Salisbury.— (Received April 6.) 

(No. 63. Commercial.) ;R ome , April 3, 1892. 

My WITH reference to my telegram of the 2nd instant on the subject * 
t • ii „ T> nr i T hnve the honour to inclose copy ot a lettei wiucn i nuv 

1‘ghts m the lied Sea, I hjive t c no dofel . cnco to ‘ t j lc vicws „f the Minister of 

thTiEreasury! theTtaHim Government have now determined to erect the lights them- 

selves, h^n officially on the Marquis di Rudini to-day, I mentioned the matter 

wouM SSt n“es^ view's ofThe Dalian 

Government. T have &c 

(Signed) ’ HENRY NEYILL DELING. 


Inclosure in No. 68. 

Siynor Areo * Mr. De Tiny. , Ari( , 1892 . - 

M - l0 ME ilrantSe conversation de Jeudi dernier a propos des phares do la Mer 

formellefrolative aiTreredioursemcnt des frais do construction et d'cntrctieu, moyennant 
une redcvance annuelle. Youillcz, &o. 

(Signe) A. ARCO. 


No. 69. 

Sir E. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 11.) 

(No. 9. Commercial.) Cairo, April 3,1892. 

WITH reference to my telegram, Commercial, dated the 30th ultimo, I have tho 

of Us being authorized by the Powers to apply to the reduction of the land tax the 
C0 ° n A on tho 9th instant to consider theso 

proposals. j liave> &c . 

(Signed) E. BARING. 















Inclosure in No. 09. 


Memorandum. 

DANS une reunion tenue le 30 Mars chez le President du Conseil des Ministres, 
son Excellence a declard a MM. les Consuls-Gendraux d’Espagne, dc Erance, et de la 
Grande-Bretagne, ddlegues par MM. leurs collogues du Corps Diplomatique que le 
Gouvernement Egyptien est dispose a prendre en consideration la demande des 
Compagnies de Navigation, pour la reduction des droits du Port d’Alexandrie, ainsi 
que des droits de phares, a la condition expresse, toutefois, que les Puissances 
autorisent l’application integrate de l’dconomie resultant de la conversion de la dette, 
soit £ E. 315,000 par an, an dcgrfrvernent de l’imp6t foneier, mesure qui s’impose dans 
l’interet et pour le bien du pays avant toute autre reduction de taxes. 

Sous cette reserve le Gouvernement consentirait:— 

1. A abaisser de 25 pour cent les droits du Port d’Alexandrie. 

2. A abaisser de 25 pour cent les droits de Phares d’Alexandrie.* 

3. A placer dans un compte d’ordre une soinme annuelle de £ E. 40,000 prelevde 
sur les droits de phares, pour etre appliquee, soit a la construction de nouvcaux 
phares, soit a la reduction ties droits. 

Ce prelevement special tiondrait naturcllemcnt lieu et place dc la reduction deja 
stipulee avec d’autres Puissances lors de la signature des Conventions Commerciales. 

Les reductions dont il s’agit seraient effectuees pourvu, cependant, que les Puis¬ 
sances admcttent, qu’on compensation de la perte de revenu, lors du rdglement du 
compte des excedents avec la Caisse de la Dette, la part de ces excedents revenant au 
Gouvernement soit majoreo d’une somme annuelle de £ E. 37,000 representant la 
moitie dc la perte, disposition analogue a cello qui a cte adoptee pour le droit de 
patente (voir l’Article 6 du Decret du 28 Janvier, 1892). 

Les droits du Port d’Alexandrie etant alFectes a la dette et la reduction projetde 
devant avoir pour effot de diminuer la part des excedents applicable a la reserve ou h 
ramortissement, il reste entendu quo si cette proposition rencontrait en principo 
l’approbation des Puissances il y aurait lieu toutefois pour le Gouvernement de 
consulter a cet egard les Commissaires dc la Caisse do la Dette Publique. 

En ce qui concerno le droit dc factagc, le Gouvernement s’occupe depuis quclques 
mois de la revision du Tarif actuci et il se propose dc promulgucr, en temps utile, un 
Tarif nouveau. Ce Tarif diminuera les droits d’une somme d’environ £ E. 0,000 
par an. 

Ainsi, au cas oil la proposition du Gouvernement, telle qu’olle est indiquee 
ci-dessus, recevrait un acceuil favorable dc la part des Puissances, le Gouvernement 
Egyptian se trouverait en mesure d’accordcr ii la population agricole un degrevement 
dc £ E. 315,000 par an et de procurer au commerce maritime un allegement de 
£ E. 80,000 par an. 


No. 70. 

Sir JEJ. Baring to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received April 18.) 

(No. 10. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Cairo, April 9, 1892. 

THE meeting referred to in my despatch No. 9, Commercial, took place to-day. 
The Erencli and Jtussian Consuls-Genoral both declared that they could not consent 
to the question of the reduction of the port and light dues being"mixed up with that 
of the application of the economies. The German Consul-General observed that he 
saw no reason why these two questions should not be treated together; and I expressed 
my concurrence with this view, and my intention of recommending the proposal 
made by the Egyptian Government to the favourable consideration of Her Majesty’s 
Government. The Austrian Consul-General seemed to agree generally with the 
language held by my German colleague and myself, and inquired of M. de Itevorseaux 
whether he would be prepared, setting aside the definite proposals before us, to assent 
to the principle of the application of any portion of the economies to the reduction 
either of the land tax or of port and light dues. M. de Itevorseaux replied that, if 

• Droits de phares, acquiltos par les navires entrant dans le Port d’Alexandrie. 
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the question were put in that form, it was probable that there would be more prospect 
of its being favourably received, but that he had no authority to give any pledge, or 
make any positive statement on the subject. The other Consuls-General took no part 

in the discussion. _, „ 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) E. BAILING. 


No. 71. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Lord Vivian. 

(Telegraphic.) P. . foreign Office May 28, 1892. 

ASK Italian Government to explain their proposals; and whether they object 
to their decision respecting lights on the new route being communicated to the 
Porte. 


No. 72. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 6.) 

52=5$ P. . June 0.1892. 

WITH reference to your Lordship’s telegram, Commercial, dated the 28th May, 
on the subject of the erection of lighthouses in the Bed Sea, 1 have t 1 he lionouir to 
inform you that I have this day received a reply from the Italian Government to 1the 
communications which I addressed to them on the subject. It states that the I m p 
Government claims jurisdiction over the sites which have been selected tor the erection 
of lighthouses along the new route, inasmuch as it considers them to be maritime 

appendages of their territory. , ,, 

It is their wish that Her Majesty’s Government should make the nccessaiy 
preliminary studies with a view to the erection of the four lighthouses, and for the 
maintenance of the same, as well as of the question of the reimbursement of the 
expenses by tolls to be levied on shipping. When these studies shall have■ been 
completed the Italian Government will come to an agreement with IIci Majesty s 
Government or with Trinity House as to a final arrangement for carrying out the 
enterprise which would safeguard the jurisdiction of Italy. 

They are ready to leave to the judgment of Her Majesty s Government the 
question whether, and if so, in what manner, the above decisions should bo communi¬ 
cated to the Porte, their chief wish being to avoid giving rise to any fresh dispute on 
the question of territorial rights, the definitive settlement of which they consider to 
have boon arrived at. 


No. 73. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.— (Received June 7.) 

(No. 109. Commercial.) . 1QOO 

Mv Lord Rome ’ June 1892 ’ 

I HA H the honour to receive late in the evening of the 28tli ultimo your 
Lordship’s telegram of that date, instructing me to aslc the Italian Government to 
communicate to mo their proposals relative to the erection of new lights m the Bed 
Sea, and to inquire whether they had any objection to a communication being made 
to the Porte by Her Majesty’s Government that the Italian Government had decided 
to erect the lights on the new route. 

I forthwith addressed to the Italian Minister for lorcigu Affairs a note, a copy ol 
which I have the honour to inclose, in the sense of your Lordship’s instructions, and 
two days later I took an opportunity to speak to Signor Brin on the subject, begging 
liim to enable me to reply to youv inquiries as eax*ly as possible* No answci having 
reached me from his Excellency, I requested Mr. Ldwardcs to call, two days ago on 
M. Malvano, the Under-Secretary of State, with the view of obtaining the communi- 
[4951 L 













cation which I was expecting, hut M. Mai van o was unable to fix the date when a 
decision would be arrived at. Mr. Edwardes saw M. Malvano again this morning, and 
I have the honour to inclose herewith a Memorandum of what M. Malvano said to 
him. Your Lordship will see from it that there may be still a delay of some days 
before I shall be able to communicate to you the decision arrived at by the Italian 
Government. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) VIVIAN. 


Inclosure 1 in No. 73. 

Lord Vivian to Signor Brin. 

M. le Ministre, Rome, May 29, 1892. 

WITII reference to the note which Count d’Arco addressed to Mr. Dering, Her 
Majesty's Chargd d’Affaires, on the 2nd ultimo on the subject of the proposed new 
lights in the Red Sea, in which, while stating that the King’s Government had 
decided to erect these lights themselves, he undertook to make‘a formal proposition 
relative to the reimbursement of the cost of their erection and maintenance, I am 
requested by the Marquis of Salisbury to beg your Excellency to be good enough to 
communicate to me these proposals and to ask if there is any objection to Her 
Majesty’s Government communicating to the Porte the decision of the King’s 
Government to erect these lights on the new route. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) VIVIAN. 


Inclosure 2 in No. 73. 

Memorandum. 

I ASKE D M. Malvano if he could not let us have an answer to-day to your 
Excellency’s note of the 29th May, at any rate to that part of it asking whether there 
was any objection to Her Maiesty’s Government communicating to the Porte the 
decision of the Itaiian Government to erect the lights. I told him that our messenger 
was leaving to-night and that you were very anxious to send a reply on the subject to 
the Foreign Office. He answered “ Impossible.” This latter point was the important 
one in the matter. M. Erin had the case under his personal consideration, and, with 
a view to coming to a decision as to whether the Italian Government would erect the 
lights or not, lie had made an appointment this morning to consult with an expert 
engineer. This appointment he was unable to keep as he was summoned to a 
“ Conscil des Ministrcs.” Should, M. Malvano said, M. Brin conclude that the 
erection of the lights is to be undertaken by the Italian Government, he must, before 
returning any reply to your Excellency, refer his decision for confirmation to his 
colleagues. This will entail (even after Al. Erin’s own conclusions) a further delay of 
some days. Should M. Brin decide personally against the erection of the lights, your 
Excellency will receive his reply to that effect at once. 

From what I gathered from M. Malvano it would appear that there is some 
question as to whether the Italian Government can or cannot undertake the con¬ 
struction of the lights. 

(Signed) H. G. EDWARDES. 

June 4,1892. 


No. 74. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Rustem Pasha. 

M. l’Ambassadeur, Foreign Office, June 10,1892. 

ON the 27th ultimo you did mo the honour to call at this Office to say that the 
Imperial Ottoman Government proposed that M. Collas should come here to settle 
about the lights to bo erected for completing the effective lighting of the southern 
portion of the Red Sea, and you inquired when would be the most convenient time 
for his visit. 
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In reply, I beg leave to say that the communications which have passed between 
Her Majesty’s Government and the Sublime Porte do not seem to have brought the 
negotiations to a point at which the personal intervention of M. Collas w r ould be of 
immediate value in bringing about an agreement; but in any case the early close of 
the season and probable absence from London in the course of a few weeks of many 
persons whose counsel would be useful, make it desirable that, if he does come, 
M. Collas should postpone his visit till the autumn. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBURY. 


No. 75. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office, June 10, 1892. 

WITH reference to the Foreign Office letter of the 2nd March and previous 
correspondence respecting the lighting of the southern portion of the Red Sea, I am 
directed by the Marquis of Salisbury to state to you, for the information of the Board 
of Trade, that ner Majesty’s Ambassador at Romo reported recently by telegraph that 
the Italian Government claim jurisdiction over the sites proposed for lighting the new 
route recommended for shipping passing through the southern portion of the Red Sea, 
and wish Her Majesty’s Government to make the necessary preliminary studies for the 
erection and maintenance of the four proposed lights, and also as to the proper 
means for repaying the cost of erection and maintenance by a charge on 
shipping. 

This being done, the Italian Government will be ready to agree either with that 
of Her Majesty, or with Trinity House, for carrying out the necessary measures. 

I am to request that you will move the Board to inform his Lordship, with as little 
delay as possible, what answer should be returned to the Italian proposals. The 
Board of Trade will probably wish to communicate with the Admiralty on the 
subject. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) JAAIES W. LOWTHER. 


No. 76. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 14.) 

(No. 110. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Rome, June 7, 1892. 

I IIAYE the honour to inclose copy and translation of the reply of the Italian 
Government to the questions put in your Lordship’s despatch to Lord Dufferin of the 
28tli January last, and in your telegram to me of the 28th ultimo, respecting the 
proposed erection and maintenance of four additional lighthouses in the southern 
portion of the Red Sea on the alternative route for shipping surveyed by Her Majesty’s 
Government. 

I telegraphed the substance of this reply to your Lordship yesterday evening. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) YIYIAN. 


Inclosure in No. 76. 

Signor Brin to Lord Vivian. 

(Translation.) 

M. TAmbassadeur, Rome, June 6,1892. 

IN his note of the 3rd February last, Lord Dufferin after having explained in 
detail the investigations and projects which have been successively made with regard 
to the lighthouse service in the southern part of the Red Sea, concluded by putting 
forward, in this respect, two concrete questions, to which an answer was given, 
preliminarily, in a letter from the Under-Secretary of State ol this Department on thu 














2nd April last, and as it was the desire of Her Majesty’s Government to receive a 
definitive answer, your Excellency has again made a fresh inquiry of mo by your note 
of the 29th May last. I have now the honour to communicate to your Excellency the 
opinion of the King’s Government on the individual points. 

Her Majesty’s Government wishes, before all, to learn whether the Italian 
Government claims jurisdiction over the points chosen by the Board of Trade for the 
eventual construction of lighthouses in the southern part of the Bed Sea. To this 
question I answer by stating that the King’s Government consider these points as 
a maritime appendage of the territory over which they exercise their sovereignty. 

Secondly, an affirmative reply having been given to the first question, we are 
asked supposing that the new projected route in the southern part of the Bed Sea be 
accepted by the interested Powers, if the Italian Government be disposed to erect the 
lighthouses in question, and to maintain them at the cost of the passing shipping, or 
if, on the other hand, they would consent to their erection by Her Majesty s 
Government. _ . 

To this second question, I reply that our wish would bo that Her Majesty s 
(Government should entirely carry out the investigations, both for the definitive 
erection and maintenance of the four lighthouses, as well as for the fixing of the 
methods of reimbursement to be charged to the shipping. 

After this being done ive should also be willing, to agree eventually with Her 
Majesty’s Government or with Trinity House, as to what may be necessary in order to 
carry out the enterprizo in accordance with such an Agreement as would properly 
determine every side of the question, and above all would give a guarantee for our 
jurisdiction in those parts. 

Thirdly, your Excellency in your note of the 29th May inquires whether the 
Italian Government have any objection that their decisions in this matter should be 
communicated to the Sublime Porte. To this question, I reply that Her Majesty’s 
Government being now in possession of our decisions can judge whether, and if so in 
what manner they should bo communicated to the Sublime Porte. 

Our wish is simply to avoid giving occasion for a new dispute with regard to the 
territorial situation which wo, on our part, regard as definitively settled. 

I return to your Excellency the Map and the other documents communicated in 
the note of the 3rd February. 

I avail, &c. 

(Signed) BBIN. 


No. 77. 

Lord Vivian to the Marquis of Salisbury.—(Received June 17.) 

(No. 11S. Commercial.) 

IVIy Lord, Bowie, June 13, 1892. 

I GATIIEB that the present Italian Ministry are disinclined, on financial 
grounds, to apply to Parliament for money for the new lights in the Bed Sea. They 
would prefer some other arrangement for their erection, with safeguard for the 
territorial rights of Italy. It is suggested that the Trinity Board might advance the 
necessary funds. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) VIVIAN. 


No. 78. 

The Marquis of Salisbury to Lord Vivian .* 

(No. 56. Commercial.) 

My Lord, Foreign Office, June 17, 1892. 

WITH reference to your despatch No. 110, Commercial, of the 7tlx instant, on the 
subject of the lighting of the southern portion of the Bed Sea, I inclose, for your 
Excellency’s information, copy of a note to Bustcm Pasha respecting this matter.! 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) SALISBUBT. 


* Also to Sir Clare Ford (No. 55, Commercial), and Sir E. Baring (No. 14, Commercial). 


f No. 74. 
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No. 79. 


Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Foreign Office , June 20,1892. 

Sir, _ i ,i f 10th instant, I am directed by the Marquis 

WITH reference to my letter of t \ ie .| U “ 1 f ^ t ^’- Roard of Trade, for their more 

of Salisbury to transmit to you, to be m i g Ambassador at Borne, inclosing 
complete information, a despatch inquiries addressed to them relative to the 

the reply of the Italian Government to the Son 0 f the Bed Sea* 

lighting of the proposed new lout . ° . * j 1 Vivian seems to indicate that 

110 A subsequent confidential eommumeation tom I^rd ^ 

the present Italian Mimstiy aie aveis PP^ and that they v'ould much prefer to 
sum required for the P ro P°" c ^ f tlicir Section which should sufficiently safeguard 

£■&££it”l 8 taly. ^Italian ^ W “ 

the authority by which the work m question might be midcitake 

(Burned! JAMES W. LOWTHEB. 


No. 80. 


India Office to Foreign Office.— {Received August 12.) 

India Office, Whitehall, August 12, 1892. 

^ WITH reference to your totter dated “aSectc^y «Sry‘o? 

tS"? ££ received from India, in Jbich tire Bombay 

Cha t ") £k"«tilc and Shipping interests concerned may be consulted before 

aDy W "sTtettf mo" information concerning the suggested alternative 

route near the African coast; . .. rou t e , with the addition of a light on Abu 

Ail, ini safest and best route for the 

navigation of the Bed Sea. j i vaV e, &c. 

(Signed) A. GODLEY. 



No. 81. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 


Sir, 


Foreign Office, August. 15, 1892. 

' T A AT directed bv the Marquis of Salisbury to transmit herewith, for the 

shipping in the southern extremity of the Bed Sca^ 

(Signed) * JAMES W. LOWTHEB. 
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No. 82. 

Foreign Office to Board of Trade. 

Sir, Foreign Office, December 9, 1892. 

WITH reference to the letters from this Office of the 20th June and 15th August 
last, I am directed by the Earl of E-osehery to request that you will cause hia 
Lordship to be informed of the views of the Board of Trade as regards the further 
action which should be taken in the question of the Red Sea lights. 

I am, &c. 

(Signed) EDWARD GREY. 


No. 83. 

Board of Trade to Foreign Office.—(Received December 15.) 

Sir, Board of Trade , London, December 14,1892. 

I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter 
of the 9th instant, in which, with reference to your letters of the 20th June and 
15th August last, you inquire the views of this Department as regards the further 
action which should be taken in the question of the Red Sea lights. 

Hi reply, I am to request that you will state to the Earl of Rosebery that, 
previous to the receipt of the letters above referred to, the Board had decided to take 
steps for consulting the trade as to the proposed western route. 

A conference was accordingly held at this Office in July last, and was attended by 
representatives of the United Kingdom Chamber of Shipping, the Peninsular and 
Oriental Steam Navigation Company, the British India Steam Navigation Company, 
and the Orient Steam Navigation Company. As the result of the Conference, it was 
arranged that the different Bodies represented should lay before the Board of Trade in 
writing their views upon the point whether the retention and lighting of the old 
(Abu Ail) route was of sufficient importance to justify the heavy additional charges 
on shipping which would be entailed by accepting the demands of Turkey. 

Erom the communications which have in consequence been received from the 
various Bodies, it appears that, while they are none of them willing to submit to the 
additional taxation above referred to for lighting the Abu Ail route, they differ as to 
the value of the alternative western route. In these circumstances, the Board have 
thought it well to consult the Admiralty on the subject. 

A letter to this effect was addressed to the Admiralty on the 8th instant, and, 
pending their reply, it appears to the Board that no further steps can usefully be 
taken. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) C. CECIL TREVOR. 
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APPENDIX. 


Memorandum by Mr. Kennedy. 

IT may bo well, in the present position of this question, to give a brief summary 
of the stages which have led up to it. 

On the 14th April, 1SS1, the Ottoman Admiralty entered into a Contract with 
Messrs. Collas and Michel for the construction and maintenance of lighthouses on the 
coasts of the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf. M. Collas is the Director, under an 
anterior Concession of I860, of the Lighthouse Service of the Ottoman Empire. 
According to the Contract of 1881, thirty new lighthouses were to be constructed, 
namely, twelve on the coasts of the Jledjaz and of Yemen ; eleven, called more 
distinctly Red Sea lights, chiefly on islands ; four for the Persian Gulf ; and three on 
the coast of the south-east of Arabia. The Porte fixed the dues payable for the nedjaz 
and Yemen lights at 10 paras per ton on vessels entering and leaving the ports of 
those districts. As regards the dues payable for the other lights, the Contract 
states:— 

“ Lcs droits dc pharos a acquitter par les navires qui profiteront des feux de la 
deuxithne, troisi6mc et quatriihne, parties seront pcrcus conf or moment au Tarif Inter¬ 
national qui sera dtabli par les soins du Gouvernement Ottoman, d’accord avec les 
autres Puissances intcressees et les concessional aires.” (Article 3 of Contract.) 

The duration of the Concession was to be foity years from the date when the 
construction of the thirty lighthouses was completed. The dues were to be paid to 
the Lighthouse Administration, that is to say, to Messrs. Collas and Michel, who were 
to hand over a percentage to tho Ottoman Treasury. It is not laid down how the Porte 
is to verify these accounts, and no provision is made for theii publication. 

The Board of Trade, when first consulted, were not adverse to two lights at Yembo, 
the port of Medina; nor to three for Jeddah. As regards the eleven passing lights in 
the Red Sea, they said the trade demanded three, namely, the Brothers, Abu Ail, and 
Mocha, with a prospect of three more hereafter, namely, at Karam, Musumalin-Seil, 
Makowa, and either Jobel Tier or Zebayr. They said the trade did not ask for the 
proposed lights for the Persian Gulf or South-eastern Arabia. (Board of Trade letter 
of the 22nd August, 1881.) 

The subject of the lighting or the Red Sea was mixed up in its earlier stages with 
the general question of Turkish lighthouses, the Porte having renewed the Contract 
granted in 1860 to Messrs. Collas and Michel without previous communication with 
the Powers. 

On the 31st October, 1881, Lord Granville proposed to Musurus Pasha that the 
Concession or Contract of 1881 should be cancelled, and that in lieu thereof the Porte 
should “ enter into an arrangement with Tier Majcsiy’s Government, or other Powers 
immediately concerned, for the establishment of such lights in those waters [the Red 
Sea and Persian Gulf] as may from time to time be found necessary.” It was pointed 
out that one or more lights were much needed in tho channel between Jebel Zulcur 
Island and Abu Ail; that this matter pressed, and that these lighthouse works should 
be commenced at latest in January 1885. 

On the 4th August, 1885, Musurus Pasha replied that M. Collas was desirous of 
coming to London to arrive at an understanding with Her Majesty’s Government, and 
went on to say: “ Pour cc qui est do la construction do deux pliares, l’un a Abou- 
Ail et l’autro a Moka, le Gouvernement Imperial a decide l’dtablisscmont dc ces deux 
pharos, qui sont lo commencement de l’cxecution de l’eclairagc do la Mer Rouge, et a 
ddja pris des mesures pour lour erection dans le plus href delai possible.” 

After further correspondence for tho purpose of ascertaining the precise meaning 
of the note of which the passage above quoted forms part, Lord Rosebery summed up 
the position of the question in tho following terms :— 

“The Sublime Porte granted to M. Collas, in 1881, a Concession for tho purpose 
of erecting a system of some thirty lights in various parts of tho Red Sea, tho coast of 
Arabia, and the Persian Gulf. But, as your Excellency points out in your note of the 
8th January last, the coming into operation of this Concession is contingent upon the 
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acceptance by the coneessionnaires of a Tariff to be drawn up by the Sublime Porte in 
concert with the Maritime Powers. Now, so far as British trading interests are con¬ 
cerned, the only two places at which lights arc really needed at present by British 
vessels are Mocha and Abu Ail; and Her Majesty’s Government learn with satisfac¬ 
tion, from the concluding passage of the note from Musurus Pasha of the 4tli August 
last, that the Government of the Sultan have decided on the erection of these two 
lights, and have already taken steps to carry it out as soon as possible. Iter Majesty’s 
Government do not conceive it to be within their province to discuss whether the 
lights should be constructed under Contract with M. Collas or in any other manner 
which the Porte thinks proper to adopt. They are most willing, on their part, to 
afford every facility to enable Turkey to provide for the repayment, by dues or other¬ 
wise, of the actual expense of erecting and maintaining the two particular lights above 
referred to ; and, further, if such a course would bo likely to facilitate a settlement, 
they would be very happy to agree to confer personally with M. Collas at this Office 
upon these details. 

“ It must, however, bo understood that the details to be thus discussed with 
M. Collas would relate, principally if not altogether, to these two lights, and the 
special Tariff to be paid in respect of them by vessels in transit through the 
Bed Sea. 

“ As regards the proposed lights at ports on that sea, Her Majesty’s Government 
are ready to agree, in principle, that vessels which touch at those ports should pay 
adequate light dues, on an engagement that these lights at Bed Sea ports shall be 
maintained in an efficient state, and that improvements required in the interest of 
navigation shall he promptly carried out. 

“ Her Majesty’s Government are, however, in justice to the British shipping trade, 
compelled to make it a condition that accounts of receipts and expenditure in respect 
of the two lights above referred to shall he kept separately from those of the proposed 
new lights at Bed Sea ports, if erected, and be published periodically for the use of the 
trade that pay the dues, and that reductions should be made in the dues vlien the 
receipts exceed the expenditure. 

“ Her Majesty’s Government do not consider that any action is required at present 
with regard to lights on the coast of Arabia other than at Abu Ail and Mocha, or in the 
Persian Gulf; and they hold that this question should bo left aside in the settlement 
of the several questions in regard to the Bed Sea lights which arc required in the 
interests of through traffic.” 

Further correspondence passed, and at length, on the 8tli August, 1887, M. Collas 
attended a meeting at this Office, at which both the Foreign Office and the Board of 
Trade were represented. 

He pressed the acceptance of his original Bed Sea lights scheme. It was pointed 
out to him, in reply, that it would not confer benefit in any degree commensurate with 
its cost to British or other shipping passing through the Bed Sea to the East Indies, 
China, or Australia, and that vessels engaged in voyages to or from those countries 
required chiefly the two lights on the construction of which Her Majesty’s Govern¬ 
ment laid stress, namely, those at Abu Ail and the Mocha Shoal. It was suggested 
that they should be forthwith taken in hand, and lie was asked for an approximate 
estimate of the cost of their construction and maintenance. He replied, speaking off- 
hand, from 30,000/. to 35,000/. for construction, and an annual charge, including 
sinking fund, from 2,000/. to 2,500/. 

These explanations given by M. Collas were supplemented by a note from Eustem 
Pasha, dated the loth August, 1887. He upheld the Collas Concession and rejected 
the counter-proposal for the construction, in the first instance, of two lighthouses only; 
twenty-three were now proposed; and it was laid down, as a condition preliminary to 
the commencement of works, that for a period of fourteen years the Tariff of dues 
payable for these lights should he the scale of charges now in force for the Egyptian 
lighthouses. An intimation was given that some modification of details might be 
agreed to. In other words, the final Ottoman terms were that the passing navigation 
was to pay for many local lights of little or no use to it; that the existing light dues 
now complained of as being excessive, were to be doubled, although the duration of 
the period for which dues were at the outset to he fixed was reduced from forty to 
fourteen years, no provision was made for the publication or the icvisiou of accounts. 
The Board of Trade were consulted on the 23rd August, 1887, on this position of the 
question; they replied on the 21th January, 1888, and advised that the ease should 
ha slated to tho Powers concerned, and their opinion he asked whether the Turkish 
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proposals should he agreed to, and, if not, as to what lights their trade required, and 
what dues they were prepared to pay for them. The Board of Trade pointed out that 
one of the lights originally asked for at the “ Brothers,” having been constructed by 
the Egyptian Administration, those which were now required arc at Mocha and Abu 
Ail, “ the lights that have been most pressed for by mariners at Zebayr, which was 
recommended hy fho French Hydrographer in 1870 ; and at Jebcl Tier, “ which would 
guard an extensive range of neighbouring waters.” 

A Circular was thereupon addressed on the 29th February, 1888, to Her Majesty’s 
Bepreseutativcs in maritime countries, in which it is stated that Her Majesty’s 
Government consider the following points to ho of great importance:— 

“1. That the Bed Sea fairway lights erected for the benefit of, and supported by 
dues levied on, the passing foreign trade, should be in no way coupled financially with 
any other lights, or with Government funds applicable to other purposes. 

“ 2. That whatever country provides lights should levy dues only in strict propor¬ 
tion to the actual cost of the service, and that the expenses should he kept as low as 
possible with due regard to efficiency. 

“ 3. That provision should he made for the periodical revision of the Tariff, and 
that yearly accounts should be published for the information of the countries whose 
trade is taxed, as is already done by Egypt in connection with the lights in the 
northern part of the Bed Sea, and hy Great Britain in connection with lights in the 
Indian Ocean, and on the south coast of Ceylon.” 

The answers received were forwarded to the Board of Trade, and that Department 
summed them up in the following terms:— 

“ Belgium, Denmark, Greece, Japan, ltoumania, and Sweden and Norway state 
that they have not sufficient interests involved to enable them to offer an opinion; 
Austria-Hungary, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, Portugal, Bussia, Spain, and the 
United States agree in thinking that the only lights absolutely required arc those in 
the districts of Abu Ail, Mocha, Zebayr, and Jebcl Tier; Germany suggests also a 
light at the e Avocct ’ Bock; Italy thinks that lights are also required at Masaiigat 
and Soil MaKawar; and France suggests that the whole question oi the number of 
lights and their sites should he referred to an International Technical Commission.. 

The Board of Trade submitted the following estimate of the. cost ot construction 
and maintenance of the new Bed Sea lights, including Guanlafui in the estimate, 
which was a proposed construction outside the Collas and ’Michel Concession: 


Construction. 


£ 


£ 


1. Moclia— 

Duplicate liglit-ressels, or a lighthouse on 
shore, 150 feet high .. .. 

Abu Ail Channel— 

Tu o lighthouses ., .. .. 

Attending steam-tender to attend on (1) 
and (2).. 


25,000 

15.000 

15,000 

55,000 


2,000 


2,000 

2,500 

1,100 

2,310 

9,940 


Maintenance. 


( Sinking fund 
( 50 reals. 

( Intel o-U at 
( p-r ten'’. 


say 


£ 


10,000 


2. Zebayr and Jebel Tier-— 
Two lighthouses 


3. (Juardafui— 

Duplicate steam light-vessels 


15,000 


2,000 

300 Sinking fund. 
(110 Intelest. 


2,940 say 


3,000 


80,000 


11,000 

1,000 Sinking fund. 
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The Board of Trade pointed out that the exact sites upon which the lights should 
he placed will require careful consideration; and that the foregoing estimates must 
not he taken as final, as they must depend on circumstances not tlieu foreseen, and 
upon more complete information with respect to these several localities. 

The purport of the answers of the Governments consulted was made known to 
Rustem Pasha on the 27th April, 1889, in the following terms:— 

“ The Powers object to their vessels being taxed at a rate in excess of the 
payments required for a system of lighting which is necessary for the purposes of 
navigation through the Red Sea. In other words, they object to a scale of dues 
calculated to defray the expenses of a large scheme of lighting which will not benefit 
their vessels. The lights unanimously recognized to be needed are those w hich it is 
proposed to construct at Mocha Shoal, Abu Ail, Zebayr, and Jebel Tier. Por those 
the Powers arc willing to pay, but they arc not willing that the trade of their country 
which passes through the Red Sea, without trading at a Turkish port, should be taxed, 
except to such an extent as may be necessary to defray the cost of the erection and 
maintenance of lights required for the safety of this navigation. If M. Collas will 
now submit a scheme for the construction of these lights, apart from the general 
scheme which he has put forward, together with a Tariff of dues to defray the expenses 
of their erection and maintenance, Her Majesty’s Government are ready to communi¬ 
cate it to the Powers. The details as to the precise localities where these lights shall 
he placed can be better settled when M. Collas’ new scheme and estimates arc received. 
Should he, however, decline, to entertain the present proposal, it must be remembered 
that the Powers cannot consent to an indefinite postponement of the construction of 
lights which are necessary for the safe navigation of the Red Sea; and in this event 
they must seek to obtain by other means the constiuction of lights sufficient for this 
purpose, cither by arrangements for their construction under the authority of the Porte 
apart from M. Collas’ Concession, reserving for consideration any claims which he 
may possibly possess under his Concession, or else by the construction of these lights 
in situations which are not under the direct administration of the Porte.” 

The French Government stated that the terms of the note to Rustem Paslia were 
too absolute as far as France is concerned, and said that France had not pronounced 
definitively upon the particular lights required. An explanation was given setting 
forth in detail the nature of the answers of the Powers, and expressing the hope that 
the French Departments concerned w’ould concur in the English \ icw, or with such 
differences as would enable Her Majesty’s Government to concur with them. 

In a note dated the 29tli October, 1889, Zulfikar Pasha, in forwaiding to Sir 
Evelyn Baring one of the copies of the Commercial Convention signed that day, 
added, “His Highness agrees to reduce the light dues by £ E. 40,000 as soon as the 
Tariff provided by the Convention in question is applied to all the Powers.” This 
reduction was one of the conditions of Her Majesty’s Government in concluding that 
Convention. 

The Porte, in a note from Rustem Pasha dated the 18th April, 1890, at length 
decided to divide the construction of fairway and local lights: “ Lc Gouverncment 
Imperial a pris la decision dc com t mire quatre pharos a grande por tec; qui seraient 
situes a Moka, Abou Ail, Zebayr, et Djebell Turr. 

“ Ces quatro localities sent celle oil i’etublimoment de pharos scrait lc plus neccs- 
sairc pour les besoius de la navigation dans la Mer Rouge, ainsi quo le rcconnaissait le 
Gouverncment de Sa Majeste Britannique dans la note quo voire Seigneurie m’a fait 
l’honneur de m’adresscr cn date du 27 Avril de l’annee dernffire.” 

After setting forth a modified scheme with respect to the local lights, and 
reaffirming the Concession for the construction of all these lights to Messrs. Collas and 
Michel for a period of forty years, the following rates of dues for flic four fairway 
lights were proposed :— 

“ Poui les navires franchissaut lc detroit dc Suez ou le detroit d'Aden, soit pour 
traverser directement la Mm Rouge, soil pour se rendre dans un des ports de cotte 
mer, 46 paras Ottomans (1 piastre ct 6 paras) par tonneau de jaugc jusqu’a 
800 tonneaux, ct 23 paras par tonneau au-dcssous do 800 tonneaux. 

“ Ces droits, dus a l’entree et a la sortie de cliacun des dotroits de Suez ct d’Aden, 
quelle quo soit la destination du navire, pourront elre payes en monnaie Ottomauc ou 
toute autre monnaie ayant cours, en prenant pour coutrc-valuer cn livres Turqucs la 
livre Egyptiennc a 26 fr. et la livre sterling a 25 fr.” 

The Board of Trade, when this noto w r as referred to them, expressed satisfaction 
at this separation of the questions of the fairway and local lights, but stated that the 
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scale of charges proposed was excessive, and that it would be made permanent for 

forty years. (Letter of lOtli May, 1890.) 75 , 

Those objections were embodied in a note addressed to Rustem Pasha on the 
16th May, in which it was asked that yearly accounts should be published, and that 
the Tariff of light dues should he subject to revision at intervals of three or five years. 
In reply, on the 22nd October, 1890, Rustem Paslia puts forward three counter- 

proposi Majesty’s Government to recognize unreservedly the duration of the Collas 
Concession for a period of forty years, and the right of the Porto to administer 
Ottoman lighthouses directly or by moans of third parties. 

2. The Porte to communicate the account of receipts and expenditure alter a period 

of twenty years. 

3. The Porto to agree to revision of the Tariff after twenty years, it t.ie then 

accounts warrant a reduction of charges. „ . 

The Board of trade advised on the 17tli November, 1890, that these proposals are 
“totally inadmissible,” on the following grounds: 

1. That the tax now proposed to he levied h, with the present amount or tratlic, 
practically double the sum necessary for establishing and maintaining the sersicc, while 
the probable increase of trade in the near future lias to be borne in mind. 

2. That this tax would necessitate an additional due of Id. per ton on the Red fcea 
trade, and this tax the trade would object to pay. 

The Board of Trade letter concludes in these words :— 

“ As this Concession is under its terms valueless unless the Great Powers agree_to 
the Tariff of charges, and having regard to the desirable effect wdiieh the former joint 
representation of the Pow ers interested has had upon the Turkish Government, the 
Board would suggest, for the consideration of the Secretary of State, whether further 
international action could not he taken with the view of placing before the Turkish 
Government tlieir responsibility in this matter.” 

In considering the present position of the question of lighthouses in the Red Sea, 

it should be mentioned:— , 

1. The French Government have not answered the communication made to them 
in June 1889, and have not definitely expressed their views on this question; and there 
seems to he some reason to think that M. Collas lias obtained support in the Govern- 
ment Departments in Paris. 

2. The Italian Government is studying the case of the proposed lighthouse at 
Guardafui, and seems likelv to undertake its construction. 

3. A new point has been raised as to the site of the proposed new lighthouses. In 
order to surmount tlie difficulties in this matter, the Board of Trade suggested in their 
letter of the 16tli August, 1890, that the route between Zebayr Island and Perim should 
be changed. Tlie present route approaches tlie Arabian shore after passing that island, 
and leaves Abu Ail to the right and Mocha Shoal to the left, in tlie passage towards 
Perim. An alternative route is suggested which would approach the African shore, 
leaving both Abu Ail and Mocha Shoal to the left, skirting Great Danish Island, which 
would also he to the left of the new route. A system of four lights at North-eastern 
Quoin, South-west Rocks, North-east Haycock, and Harbi Island are suggested for this 
alternative passage; thus abandoning the scheme for four at Abu Ail, Mocha Shoal, 
Zebayr, and Jebel Tier. It is to he observed that this alternative route has not been 
fully surveyed, which is necessary before its adoption—this work cannot be done until 
next April and May—by a surveying sliip which will he on her way to Malta from 
Zanzibar—and until this channel is surveyed it is not possible to indicate either the 
precise sites for the lighthouses, or the cost of their construction and maintenance. 
They lie south of the southern limit of the Egyptian sphere of influence. (Sir E. Baring, 
17th August, 1890.) The Italian Government has not assumed the Protectorate of 
this part of the coast. The site seems, therefore, to he Ottoman territory; hut 
consideiing tho nature of theso localities it might be sufficient (if this new scheme is 
adopted) to inform the Porte that Her Majesty’s Government intend to erect lighthouses 
on theso islands, feeling sure that the Porto will not object to a proceeding whose only 
object is to improve tbo navigation of tbe Red Sea; and that this action is not intended 
to affect the Sultan’s rights over tho islands. (Sir James Pergusson to Sir Henry 
Calcraft, 12th August, 1890.) 

The British navigation and trade of the Red Sea look for an early diminution of 
the charges in connection with the Egyptian light dues; they want the additional Red 
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Sea lights which form the subject of this Memorandum, and they are becoming familiar 
with the idea that the reduction in the Egyptian charges shall not lapse, but shall be 
made to defray the cost of the new lights; but they would, no doubt, object to the 
extra charge which the Collas scheme, even as modified, would involve. It is not 
possible yet to indicate the date when the new Egyptian Customs Tariff will come into 
force, and when, consequent upon this event, the annual contribution of £ E. 40,000 
will become available; it is not likely to be before the 1st July, 1891, and may be later. 
The German Government has inquired what has passed on the question of Ecd Sea 
lights since last May; the Italian, Netherlands, and Swedish and Norwegian Govern¬ 
ments seem also to want to know what is doing in the matter. 

The delay is very much to he regretted. It is, however, obviously inexpedient to 
impose any new charge on British shipping, -which bears about eight-tenths of the dues 
now levied. It would also be very advisable to try to make the sum by which 
the Egyptian dues are to be reduced defray all the expenses in connection with the 
proposed new lights. The Italian Government, it may be expected, will put forward 
a claim in connection with the Guardafui light, which, upon the Board of Trade 
estimate of 10,000/. for this service, will only leave 24,000/. available for the other 
lights. 

The Board of Trade, in their letter of the 17th November, 1890, suggests a further 
representation to the Powers; but if what maybe termed the Hanish Channel is likely 
to be adopted, it might lead to embarrassment to get the Powers to take further action 
in connection with the Collas scheme. 

Although, as before stated, delay is much to be regretted, if the idea of the Ilanish 
Channel is seriously entertained, it might be best to arrange Avitli the Admiralty that 
the necessary surveys shall be made without fail next spring; to tell Rustem Pasha, in 
such terms as (after consultation with the Board of Trade) seem best for the purpose, 
that the conditions laid down in his note of the 22nd October, 1890, are unacceptable, 
and that an alternative scheme for lighting the lower part of the Bed Sea may 
eventually he adopted. 

On the 19th April, 1883, an assurance Avas given to Musurus Pasha “ that in future, 
before any survey is carried out on the eastern side of the Bed Sea, a notification will 
be made to the Sublime Porte inviting its friendly assistance in the work,” This 
assurance was given consequent upon jealousy of the Porte in connection Avith certain 
action on the Arabian coast. The survey of the Ilanish Channel might be held to be 
apart from and outside this engagement, and not to require any specific notification to 
the Porte. 

And confine further action to communicating to the Governments which have 
made inquiries copies of the recent correspondence, and tell them that the Ilanish 
Channel will be more fully surveyed in the spring, in order to ascertain whether it can 
be adopted as a safe route between Zcbayr and Perim. 

On the other hand, if, on the whole, it is thought preferable not to seek to upset 
the Collas Concession, hut to make the best of the alterations iaoav offered in its terms, 
with such further modifications as it may be possible to obtain (which is possibly the 
intention of the Board of Trade letter of the 17th November above referred to), it is to 
he remembered that France has not yet pronounced an opinion on the subject, and has 
suggested a Technical Commission to examine and report upon the points at issue. 
Perhaps now that the Porte has offered to meet in some measure the Avislies of Her 
Majesty’s Government, this course might be resorted to as a means of settlement. It 
is to be borne in mind that the Collas Concession docs not become operative until the 
Powers concerned assent to the levying of the dues to he charged under its provisions 
upon their shipping. If in the end an additional charge upon shipping is found to be 
necessary, Her Majesty’s Government would be in a better position if it is the outcome 
of an International Report which will bring all shipping under its terms, than if it is 
the result of ordinary diplomatic negotiation. 

C. M. K. 

Foreign Office, December 4, 1890. 
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Annex. 

Board of Trade, London, June 13, 1890. 

’ I AM directed by the Board of Trade to acknowledge the receipt of your letter of the 15th ultimo 
in which by desire of the Marquis of Salisbury, you inquire whether, instead of allowing the 
£ E 40 000 by which the Egyptian light dues will shortly be reduced to lapse, and be levied agai < 
a new chmveby' some other authority” it would not be preferable to come to a fresh arrangenreiit, by 
which this stun, or such portion of it as may be necessary, shall be paid over by the Egyptian Light¬ 
house Administration to the proper persons in respect of the now charges lor the lour Led Sea 

^^SiS^eSute sum of £ E. 40,000 thus available would suffice fox-both of the 
above purposes, ami in what proportion it might properly be assigned between them accepting, for the 
sake of argument, the dues proposed by the Porte for the Led 8ea lights, viz 40 Ottoman paras 
per ton muster oil tonnage up to 800 tons, with a reduction of one-half for tonna o exceeding 
P In reply, I am to request that you will lay the following obsei rations be ore Lord Salisbury. 

In thl opinion of the Board of Trade, it will be the better, and much the more convenient pla 
for Eqypt to continue to collect the dues, and they think that no objection could reasoual.lj bo taken 
bv anvauthority to this duty being intrusted to Egypt in the capacity of agent lor the piopci 
persoirs” who may be intrusted with the administration of the Bed Sea (Turkish) and the Guardafui 
fight services. In this capacity of agent, too, it is only fair that Egypt should be paid for the expense 

° f C °ShouhHhe above proposition be agreed to, the following would appear to the Board to be the best 

m ° d VhlX^ Jted 8ea lights apart from those received for the 

Mediterranean lights, may be estimated for the last three years as follows: 1887, about 7o,000/., 1888, 

about 84,000/.; 1889, about 85,000/. , . . . ,, T , ■. 

If therefore, Egypt gives up 40,000/. a-year, it means, in pracuce, the reduction ot the Red Sea 
(Egyptian) lkdit dues by (as nearly as is conveniently divisible) one-hall, or fifty hundredths, the 
Mediterranean light duel remaining as at present; and if the dues so reduced were ivnnpc^ed on 
account of the lied Sea (Tuikidi) and the Guardafui lights, a sum of about £ E 4 ,000 uould be 
collected an that account by Egypt during the present year and Ins sum migh _be expect,ed to 
increase witli an improving trade in the same ratio as the reduced Led Sea (Lgjptun) Li n ht Lues 

Acc °viiit. the CHlloctionof th0 reimposed dues, the Board of Trade are of opinion that it unuld be 
,, uinw l'onii mv •>> or ‘5 ner cent. This would amount at present to a sum ot about 
i e 000/'oJ L200/ 1 per ammm'to be paid to Egypt out of the estimated £ E. 42,000 collected by her for 
the Led Sea (Turkish) and the Guardalui lights. By the above plan, Egypt would stdl receive on her 
own light dues account as reduced for this year a surplus, after paying all expenses, ot at least 

u0,000/.^ ove catimatC) tiiu eost of now lights at Alexandria has not been allowed lor. 

On the other hand, if the precise fixed sum of £ E. 40,000 already settled be adhered to as a 
permanent basis of contribution or calculation, it will be necessary to adopt a complicated method of 
annual adjustment, since, in order to produce this fixed amount, instead ot fdtv hundredths, or one- 
half, as prlposed above, the dues would have to be reduced «.r increased year by je u d pcndcin on the 
amount of dues collected—an arrangement that would necessarily lead to complication in the usscss- 
mont 0 f the dues and which would not lead to simplicity m the accounts with Egypt. 
m0 if 4c iSgn oracc to Ur. proposal nM. of IfcMta <**W» "" 

it is for consideration whether it would not be expedient to reduce them formal > to this i \tcnt, a id 
to reimpose them formally in the proportion suggested lor the Led Sea (lurkish) and the 
lights, Egypt being also formally appointed collector, and undertaking <o publish annual accounts as 

P With regard to the probable cost ol' the proposed light .services at the Led Sea (I urkidi) sites and 
at Guaulufui, the Board of Trade, after consultation with the Elder Brethren ot tin liimty House 
(copy of whose letter is inclosed), are of opinion ili.it 100,0007 is a leasonable Meuinuin sum to 
provide for the erection of four first class lights in the vicinity ot Mocha, Abu Ail Zebayr, and 
Jebel Tur (such lights being efficiently equipped to resist disturbance from earthquakes), uml also to 
provide for the purchase of an attending steam tender; and they are further of opinion that the 
annual maintenance, including a sinking fund, and the insuring ot the tender against loss, need 

exceed 20,000/. . 

The above annual maintenance is made up as follows: 

5,000 


Interest on firBt cost of 100,000/. nt 5 per cent. 

Repayment in forty years .. 

Maintenance .. .. .. 

Insurance of attending vessel and lighthouses und contingencies 


2.500 

7.500 
5,000 


IkS.—In addition to the statement at page 3 of this Memorandum in regard to the 
eonstiuetion and maintenance of the proposed ncAV Bed Sea lights, it may bo well to 
transcribe the Board of Trade letter of the 13th June, 1890, which contains further 
details on this part of the subject. 

O. M. K. 


With the experience gained by the Board of Trade in maintaining eleven lighthouses in the 
ahamas, five of Avliich are isolated stations at a long distance from the base of ministration, for less 
mil 10,000/. a-year, and also in maintaining at or near Ceylon live lighthouses, attended, by a s earn 
mder, two of which are rock stations, for 0,500/. per annum, minus the sinking fund and the inteiest 
n the first cost, they have every confidence that the above estimate for the proposed Led Sea (luikm ) 

ulits may be accepted as a maximum one. , ,, „ , r 

° Should the Turkish authorities continue to disagree in the above proposals, the Board of Iia c. 
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are of opinion that it would be preferable to reduce for a time the number of lights to be erected by 
them than to impose additional dues on the passing Eed Sea trade. 

As regards the light at Guardafui, they have already stated in their letter of the 24th December, 
1888, that 10,0004 a-year is sufficient for this service, and it will, therefore, he evident that the 
proposed reduction of the lied Sea (Egyptian) light dues by one-half, and estimated at C E. 40,000, is 
ample to meet the combined expenses of tlio Eed Sea (Turkish) and of the Gu.udalui lights. 

As a convenient and, indeed, the most practical division of the sums c ollected on the above 
accounts, half of the dues transferred might be allocated to the Eed Sea (Turkish) service, and the 
other half to the Guardafui son ice, os, although tire amount would lie in excess of the estimated 
expenses connected with t he immediate placing of a light-vessel off Cape Gunulafui, lie* Hi .aid trust 
that, within a few years, when bather experience has been gam* d a t<> the attitude ol the Arabs in 
the vicinity, it may he found possible to substitute suitable stations on slime for the efficient lighting 
of this impel taut district. 

With respect to the Turkish proposal to levy the special dues named by Hum for the Eed Sea 
(Turkish) lights, I am to point out that, if 4G Ottoman paras are to be taken a upmaknt m T8b?., 
the dues leviable upon the basis of the last two yearn’ Suez Canal tiade would amount to about 
3G,000/., which is more than double uhat the sen ice would cost, and this proposal, if agieed to, nould 
absorb almost all the £ E. 40,000 leeehable by the reduction ot the Egyptian dues. 

In connection with the suggestion by the Trinity House that the usd nines-. of a light on .TcheJ 
Tur is open to doubt, as it cannot be placed so as to be seen all mind, 1 am to add that rlie Board 
of Trade concur in this opinion. But iho light rcluiul to \\a a-kul tm by nunc than one of tire 
Powers consulted, and the ipiestion of ending it may sakly he leu until the wlink matter leaches 
a more mature stage. In any case, the light upon Jebel Tur would he the last of the four lights 
established. 

As regards the opinion of the Trinity House that a light-vessel would belter meet the needs of 
the Mocha site than a lighthouse, the Board ot Trade also concur in this view, hut this again is a 
detail which may be left for future consideration, for, if finally agieed to, the estimate given as to the 
total cost of the service would not be ahectud. 

I have, &c. 

(Signed) nENEY G. CALCEAET. 
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